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On what ground should Hitler havo ^ ` it himself who, according 


to the Prosecution, conspired with Prpren = cnd this, after all, 


conspiracy? Could it not bo in the interests 
of Hitler, that Pepen disclosed in his Liarburg speech all the weaknesses 
end misdecds of the Nazi systun? On what ground should Hitler have 
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wished that Papon so obviously distanced hinsolf from the lawless actions 
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ve to be accounted for. The merch into Austria is no war, however 
for one stretches the conception froin the standpoint of inturnational 
law. In this case it is a decisive fatt that no force was ciiployed, 
and not cven the slightest resistance was offered, that on the con- 

y, the troops were received with jubilation, Furtherrore, the 
march into Austris c^nnot bo considered in connection with the inter 

special case based on the special sit- 

untion which, since 1918, had alread and expression in the efforts 
both on the Austrian ang on the Gurian sice to bring cbhout a union of 
the hrdly prosperous Austrian stcte with Germny in sone kind of 


constitution^l form. 


Therefore, the actuzl events must be d.t2choed fron Hitler's war 


plans or purely niiit-ry plans of preparation - with which I shall 


deal Later - cend must be regarded 
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Fron his post as Vice-Chancellor Papen brought his experience. He knew 


the difficulties to convince Hitler by pertinent argunonts in ac orrosponding 


forme He alone could hope to carry through his efforts for a peaceful policy, 


notwithstanding the extremist tend Cencics of Hitler's advisors. His expericnees, 
on the other hand, had made hin ve ry covcfule He made his conditions md 
demanded the establishnent of & Clear policy based on facts, He demanded tho 
withdrawal of influence over the Austrian Naziemovenent, wh ich rust be assured 
by the dismissal of:the man who diro οὓ- Υ or indirectly had participated in the 
criminal acts The Landesinspector Habichte He requested his com subordination 
to Hitler in order to nako possihlo tho maintaining of tho conditions which he 
had proposed, and in order to avoid any alterations in the course 
compels something seemingly impossible in contact vith a head 
has the conditions laid down in writing under which he takes cvor his 
imbassadore They are signed by Hitler. Ho wishus always to be in 
force Hitler to keep to his writton wo rde 
We have a clear picture of these occurrences by the testimonies, 
parti&ularly by the statement of the witness von Tschirschky, a man vno, 
according to tho declarations of tho Prosecution, is really not suspected of 
viewing these things in tho defendant's favore 
The Pposocution asserts that Papen, out of sheer opportunisa as a faithful 
follower of Hitlerts ε already known plans of aggression, had cagerly and willingly 
declered himself prepared to take over the new poste 
Notwithstanding this, can this form of appointnent, this extreme precaution 
of the defendant, be really in agreenent with such an attitude? These secrct 
conferences, this unpublished document signed by Hitler and in Papon!s 
cannot really be considered apretence in order t^ deceive == as would be the 
consequence of the Prosecutio'ts chargee These things were not intended to be 
publicized and were never mado publics 
he circumstances at tho ta king over of the Vienna post could oly lead 
to the conclusion that Papen honostly strove to maintain the este lished appeaso- 
nent policy, It likewise is impossible to talk here of oboportunisn, Papen 
had declined the position o£ Ambassador to the Vatican. This position of an 
Ambassador in Vienna was hardly an enticing post of honor for a former Reich 
Chancellor and recent Vico-Chancollor, 
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But we see him on the contrary in open negotiations with the austrian 
soVernnent about the participation cf the national opposition in the govern- 


Wo 


mental work, which was agreed on in the July Treatye ἀπὸ if we finally have 


before us the position of the history of the illegal movement in tho report 


cf Rainer (18-812), we sce their activity in th so years takes plece without 
the slishtest covpcraticn or Support from Papen. 

what can be concluded against tho defendant from the fact that he was 
interested in the activity of Austrian Liberty Organization (Frcihcits- 
bund) ? If it is sct forth that this Liberty Organization represents a 
non=] a. ie trade=union, Austrian crzganization which was considered to b. read. 
t. go with Schuschnigg and to Sup, ort this Cabinct, 

what can be eoncluced against the «επίσης from the fact that he 
served the <cvernrental conciti.ns in austria and 
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them ? anc when this wish is cx, ressed at thi 
constellation is {αν τοῦ]. for ὑπο bvelcpment 4 fricndly relati 
austria ? 
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This is especially often the case concernin- Statements about the anticle- 
rical conditions in Gormonye The presontation -f the reports in ths cise 
Tschirschky concern ne the activity ^f the Gestapo which were Gs,coolally 
mentioned in the crosseexaminati Ny erc on the same line. The revular 


Hitler coal ,artly als» with the conditi ns in the 
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The checkin, of the contents of th: reports shows that they coal entirely wit 
problems which are in Cirect conneeticn with the foreign 
. Which therefore fall 
of the ambassador accredited in Vionna. 
Finally we have tc -ο into the affidavits of 
events after a period .f 10 years, in the case of 
mencrye time anc later acquired information obvi y Scon t. have cloucec 
the picture cf memory so c mpletely that we soc, for example, Fapon!s expla- 
Southeastern area reproduced in the two 
cavits with contents bas 
satisfied with the statement that 
ontraciction te every rule 
Lplomat nn: ave revealed the secret 
politics tc the representative 
as Messersmith 
that Papen told not only him, but even publicly, 
Schuschni:;5, with v 'cvarnmont rapen himself 


It is an impossibility that such discl sures ar 


sequences whatsoe 


avits can therefore be r asis f he fin.in f a juc- 
the fact that their content is Cis; ved by the other eviccnce 
which ccxtaired both the intentions 
Now I shhll return t 


^ cum lcto c 


Specia 
ore Gawronski πε} an oppertunity during tho wh lo Vienna activity, fron 
1933 to observe vapcne In the answer i he gustionnaire, the year 
37 is Jiven by mistake, not 193h as is corre S the beginning of the 


activity cf Gewronski in Vicnna, 
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All charges made by Messersmith =- Papents ccllaboration with the 


illegal Nazi movement ani tnc assumption to overthrow Schuschni;;'s rezimc, 


the policy of aggression in the Southeastern area, thc Cismembernent of 
Czechoslovakia an^ giving it to Poland or Hungary -- are disproved by the 
testimony of Gawronskie, 

In auditions I refer to the affidavit Rademacher von Unna, wart of 
which was reac yesterday, If Papen refused t. enter int a secret agreement 
with on Austrian minister, and if he refused tc take acvantacs of this com- 
fortable and convenient opportunity, this shuws clearly that he took part in 
no subversive activity. 

I believe to have sufficiently Ciscussed therewith the period in which 
Papen exercised his activity as Ambassador extracrcinary in Vicnna, 

Ἄογοπα it the Prosecution hos taken int. ccnsiJeration ra_-cn's c 
ration in the discussion at Berchteszaden on 12 Februarye 

The occurrence of the conference of Rerchtes.aden was not the becinnin 
staze JÍ a new course, but the result .f the devel pment uy; to that time ə 
Months before, Papen anc Sehuschni - in conversations hac already regarded 
a meeting in the near future between the two statesmen as desirable, The 
July Treaty had naturally left many points cf cifference undecidede The 


testimony cf the witness Guido Schwidt showed us the situation clearly : 


in opposition party vert powerful in numbers, though fficially not allowed, 

out tolerated tacitly because cf actual con iti nS, looked i^colozically 

to a full extent toward its, at least ideclosical leader in Gcrmenye There t! 

leacer of this Party was at tho samc time head cf th; state, Kevardine 

foreign policy a separation of the parties in both c untrics was neccessary. 

The inner ideological unity, however, necessarily had to lead to differences 

again anc azaine Wo Soo, accorcin ly, in the asutrian government anc unders. 

tandasle reserve sn? a constant concern t prevent a srowth of the influence 
movenentin administration anu government. the treatment of the 

questions resulting fron the July Treaty corrcs;cnoed in;racticc als: t. 

this stato -f interests. It was vious that the Austrian side should 

acko an effort to treat the sti ulations of the Treaty in a restrictive 

waye It was nly natural that the wish existed on the German side to ex- 


naust tho .ossioilitios cf the Treaty to the fullest extent, 
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ro, a direct contact with the responsible hea's of both countries, wh 
German side was at the samc timc the head ¿f the Party, could only be 
as a reas nable requircmcente.. 


ihe recall ci Papen on theffourth cf February threatened to break uj 
this Cevoloypmont. Perhaps with the approach -f the mo ri-.orous 
hich was ex ected, a mectins cf that sort for the purpose of the 
of existin. difficulties would be postponed forever, Certainly, a d 


mld have been expected later on, in a tenser atmosphere, fron 


a radical successor, than that hoped for by Schuschni 


It is therefore thoroughly uncerstandable that even after his recall, 
rapen, Gurin; his farewell visit to Hitler on 5 February, when they came t: 
speak sé affairs, still accepted the mission to bring abcut the 


Conference an. to accompany the austrian deleation t. Derchtesacen fir thi: 


iTrosecuticn accuses rapen, that already at that ting, 


suosecuent talks hac been determined... Papen, contrary to shis, has testific 
in his interrogation, that he hac only received the missicn to arrange the 
« 


Ciscussicn for the purpose of clearing ù 


p all points of difference 
basis -f the July Treaty. The prosecution still lacks the - 
Claim to the contrary. From whet has happened on 12 February, it cannot in 
any way bo coneluced because cf Hitler's personality ef Hitler, 
--rsunally taought at the f t menti. ning of such a discussi 
much less, of which cf his plans h. informed Papen. Thuo evidence has 
wn that tho , oints voiced by Hitler < soruary are identical with 


emanis which the Avetrien NaticnaleS cislists ha’ roised imiediatély 


de 


wr to the discussion anc transmitted to Hitler in their wn channels e 


Erom this it can be secn ti ay the subject { ς nvcrsati neh son by I aom ΧΡ 


f 12 February was at the very least su 
on 5 February. If the austrian Nazis , receded 
rapen with their den: S jorehtes adeng then the viowof the rrosecution 
is thereby refute i, that Papen hac conspired with Hitler and tho Austrian 


artis 
14012 





"11111 


- 001 
23 Julyei-B-3-5 - 


williams 


jade 1 Aye 
In this case the “est lisziscn man between 


ths wishes ο; Ὦ the 


tostlaony of the witnesses Seyss-Inouart end iaincr, wa. nave stated clearly 


nove report ^vy o7"tact with Papen curing this tine, Rale 


ints -ut in his το, τὸν shat Fapen had been of tho pinion tha 


M 
thi 


è rearranved ciscussicn had remained secret before the Au se 


trian vertye 


ths rrcsecution has used the claim fcr the incrimination of Pajeng 


at the reception of the Austrian celegation cfi the Geruansiustrian 


schuschniz:-'s attenti f zencrelss 


the  _resen= 


ovi-.encoe. 


; testimony 





Imm 


namely ^citol, wh:, according to past experiences after taking over his 


23 July 19)6<1i-DyReh-1 huna 


new office constantly kept himself in the surroundings of Hitlcr, or of 
several Gen;rals, Papen himself does not know anymore today, if and in 
what form he made such an exclam^tion to Schuschnigg at the tire. He also 
locs not know, if at the time he was aware at all of the presence of 
eonrals, It is very possible that it came to his knowledge at the ovcr- 
night stay in Salzburg, where he hac stayed at a different hotel from the 
austrian delegation. In any case, however, the fact cannot be overlooked, 
that even if Fapen had made thestatoment claimed by the Prosecution, this 
statement was made prior to the visit. That, thercfore, he did not par- 
ticipate in any ^ttempt at intimidation toward the austrian gentlemen 
which might have bem aimed at a motive of surprise. His participation 
in the discussion has been cleared by the evidence. Hitler alone was in 
com and, who, in a brutal manner surprising to thee who know him, tried 
to impress Schuschnigge Technical details werenegotiated with Ribbentrop, 
Fapen more or less participated as a spectator, which also bore the fact 
into account, that he did not occupy his official position anymore e 
according tc the uniform testimonies of those participating, he only saw 
his task reised by circumstances to intervene soothingly. 

One has to consider his positions he sess his intentions doomed to 
failure through the behavior of Hitler, which cannot be expected of any 
reasoning human being. He 8668 how a man who is auick-tempered by nature 


in his excitementlets all th^t go which is necessary for a reasonable 


ων 


discussion in the sphere of a conference of statesmen. He hears Hitler's 
and hes to consider him determined to let things co on an 
irreparable way -Ὁ the abrupt failure of the negotiationse In tho frame 
work cf this situation, therefore, the -chievement of certain concessions 
Hitler acquiesced in the field of the army Ministry and the ceonomic demanis- 
^ni the postponement achieved. fter a hard struggle of the final settlement 
for ratification by the Justrian government anc the Federal resident 
(Bundespraesicent), was theoptional solution of the “angerous situaticn. 
Even though in this point Papen agreed with the iustrian statesmen whe 
un“oubtecly were willing vhile tafeguarcing only reasombly the intercsts 
of their State to affix their provisional signatures on account of the 
prevailing conditions, this coes not justify the charge avainst Papen th^t 
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he approved and intended the result from the outset. 

opinicn on Papen's previous activity in Austria and his 
participation in the Conference at Berchtesgacen is best illustrated by the 
ract that no further office of any kind was assigned to him in Vienna. 

It is very unlikely that during the decisive Cevelcpments to come, Hitler 
ul’ have failed to assign tasks to a man whe inwarely and effectively 
attended the Conference at Berchtesgacene One would not have replaced him 

by new peo le from Berlin, and for the still more complic ed situation 
one wul? not have dispensed with the services of the man who, by reason 
of service, was st intimately familiar with conditions 
One woul’ certainly havd availed oneself of his personal con- 


tacts with Austrian statesmen which qualified him, inprofcronce to others, 


to continue work on Hitler's planse If the irosccution s interpretation 


of Fap on's efforts towaris derstanding during the discussion in Berchtes- 
'eceitful maneuvering were correct, there is little doubt but 
woulc have been permitted to continue we rking along that line, 
and after replacing his person one woulcnot have charged people to deal 
further with those things whose course was much m re radicale 
Papen's memorandum on his farewell visit to the Prime lünisteris 
revealing, à man vlo in his own com:entery to Berlin, passes on Schusch- 
nigg's interpretation that to some extent he ha^ acted un/er pressure in 
Berchtzsgader uncer "nteworthy", is little likely to heve been an 
active participant in the coercive negotia 
The record of evitence proved that thereafter Papen no longer held 
any public office. 
The new Char.e d! Jfiaires, Freiherr von Stein, 2 pronounced National 
clalist, tok charge of tho Embassy. Howas assisted by Keppler, a cluse 
friend of Hitler. pen, on thecther hand, makes his farewell calls, and 
Kitzbuehel, a winter-sport resorte 
In themeantime things are getting more and more criticals The 
iscito which Schuschnigg announces results in a development which pere 
Hitler even had not intended on that scale, The visit of Seyss-Inquert 
ainor on 9 ΤΟΠ to tapen was accidentals there were no Celiberations 
any kind, and πο decisions were takene For rapen even to express the 


iew - which Rainer confirmed = that, considering the formulation of the 





ΠΤΙ 


no cecent austrian could be expected tc soy "Non, 
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was bound to follow Schi.canigs;!s ;2ssvor?, suffices tc incicate 

the emtract of fapen's ; S the view s of the sustrian Nazis 
. the views which the people from Berlin su» sequently broucht cute 

σε, in conclusion, I may still refer tc *npen's prosonce in Berlin 

on 11 March I must say that even in reviewing thin;s in retrospect I can 
give nc clear explanoticn for Hitler's desire tc know Papen in Berlin. 
have been manifolc. Should Hitler alrcacy at that tie 
have been determined to forsee a solution in tht direction ^s it finally 
aft.r all, coubts in that respect may exist - the reason might 
ve been that he did not 


policy cf peace; he might perhaps have assumed that because of the CX- 


£ 


tromity of the position in which they foun themselves, Austrian Govern- 
misht perhaps have turned to him and that with fapen's 
perhaps have come aboute 
.vu8ation, prior to the besinning of 
the campaign a ainst roland when Hitler was fearful lest "scao swine 
might still come along with a proposal fr an unerstandinz in the 15 
minutes" On the other hand it is also quite conceivable that it w 
rapen in Berlin in the cvent of yieldi 
austrian Governmen}, in which case ho 
because of 
n the scope of the necese: 
however, unnecessary to attempt to actually understane Hitler's inner 
motivose Decisive, to be sure, is finally merely what Fapen cid 
ence in the Reich Chanceliory. 
Upon his arrival he cressed to Hitler the desire that through the 
of the plebiscite, a lessening of tension woul ve to be 
brought about. His attitule concerning the further events was documented. 
^ndpcint canes * “he military preparations, respec- 


of the orcer to march on. The shcrthand netes 


nS Which had been carried on by Gocring have given us 


ic picture of the events inthe Reich Chancellory. In connection 


with this testimony thercsult is that essentially he w-s the drivine force 
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economic impossioilitie of maintaining the status quo. 


question here οὗ ves7iving the determination of peoples, the crest yrin- 


Tyvertieth Century?: The many voices from abroad at that time; 


ς 


riar 


Te REN E : rE OAM 
aAmnbu3isadcr Henderson which is mentioned in pen s report of 


inally, the experiences in the 
him to hope that the 


in intermtbions 


austrian 


ts Ire on, ee - Neon 1 
therefore be the 


national wishes publicly expressed in 


on my menuscripte 
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The period following this is bot brought under discussion by the 
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Prosecution, The defense, however, must go into cven this as evidence 


in refutation. It is easy to find a proof in ostablishcd facts from this 
time, that the assertions of the Prosoctution from tho carlicr puriod must 
2 i 


be incorrecte, The rrosecution leaves Papen at tho termination of his ac- 


A 
i 


. 


vity in Vienna and it gives no uxplanation for the reason towhich Pap- 
ents current inactivity con be traced backe There is no ccuse, no ovat, 
which could have iupelled the alleged conspiratars to this conduct. 

We come now to the period of the iniodicto preparations for war, 
tho outbresk of the wor. 

According to the assumption of tho Prosccution, thc formar conspira- 

Papon at this time dbandoned his previms co wsc, in spite of the 

ics that were doubtless available. The Prosccution aght to 
wed up this transformation in sane way, if one is not inmecdiatcly 

to rcg rd the intorprct^tion of the actims in the carlicr pe 
concusive in the sense of 2 criminal objective. Papen retired to the 
country after the incorporation of Austria, whore he remained aloof from 
public life for over a year, until April 1939. This fact is in 
one considers the situation at thet timc, The 4 February 1938 co ubtless 
brought bout a more rigorous course in German forcign policy. 

In the opinion of the Prosecution, Papen 
tool of Hitler for the first actions in preparation for this police, 
Vere this applicabic, then one would have to regard Papon, in consi- 
duration of the rusult aimed at, as a hundred-per-ccnt diplomat, 
This 5ο successful ciplonuct anc conspirctor now docs not go to some 
place whore he can continuc his activity further, where preparations 
wight hve to be made in a similar manner, as for oxozplo in the Sud- 
etenlend. He is not placed in a position, where the groat political 

acs run togcthcr, in Paris, London or lioscow, where on the basis 

his inturnational reputation ho might indcod 2ppcor as unc ubtodly 
the most suitable min to support tho Hitlerite policy. 

This man r.tiros from public life at a time when the whole for- 

Hitler, when tho Sudetun crisi, the incorporation of 


and the preparations of the wor -gcinst Poland created 


5 period of an extrauely tense politic2z1 atmosphere, If at that tine 


14049 
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Hitler cid not take his services into wnsideratinn 2t all, thon it is 
clearly apparent fron this alone, that Papen was not a conspirstor, not 

a follower of Hitler and not oven tho instigator of the first 
success of Hitlorite policy, the incorporation of Austric, 

Inthis sinse it is also significant, that Papen is first enlled 
upon in ^ situation in which it was not the object to occupy 2 country, 
or to wko preparations for the intended opor: ticns 
upon at 2 time when the policy of expansion of our It-lion : ally into 
Albania couse difficultics and gave reason to fuer ontans glenonts with 
Turkey. And so here is a clear task, that of mn.int^ing the strtus of 
peace, 

If the prosecution cannot utilize the zetivit y in Ankara for its 
own Support, thun it still does not avoid passing unfovoratl o jucgaunc nt 
on tho acecptonce of the post by Papere It ism therefore, also neces- 


sary to so into this point in detail, 


Papen was nlso viry reluctant to accept this new appointments Twice 
clrvady, in more peaceful times, he hrd refused the appointment out of 
general caisidor^tions, because he no longer wetned to be active in any 
official position 5t all, Now he soos reasons to which he can nc Longer 


closc his cyos, He sees a now task to which he believes it his uuty to 


devote himself, 
Tho entire politicsl situation was xtro icly strained after March 


1939. Evon fron a sccondary flank the spark cule ο: sily f° 11 on the 


74 


powar borrol. ,. conflict between Italy and Turkey, could, in fulfill- 


} 


about a general wor, 


nont of existing trectivs, bring | by his activity 


he caid st least oxclude the possibility of iis extent, Papa 

must have found personal justification for t alng ο 

was confrenting the problem which confronts oll those who have been 
coopurste within the framework of 2 g stan of which they disapprove. 
: aside, to adopt a conrplctd y passive ottituce, is, of cemrse, the 

casicr way, particularly if no other reasons impel the person in question 


to accept the post. The more difficult wy is to take over a task within 


i 


the framework of zn over-all policy of which one disapproves, which in part 


of its ficld offcrs an ain worthy oí achicvencnt, and if this partisl ficid 
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is of such importance that the prevention of a possible was depends on 
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it, then the cucision to take over such ^ mission can only be understand- 


able and worhty of approval. If only the most rumote possibility of 


attaining such a goal exists, then private interests and fcclings nust 


step into the beckeraind, 

If ono r.viows what Papen really dic after taking over this mission 
to Ankara, if one sees that by his intervention in the spring of 1939 the 
Italians were moderated from the Gumian side and beolligcront complications 
were avoided, if one consicers that later Papen was successfully able to 
prevent tho war fran being cxtended to Turkey and the more distant south- 
eastern territorics, thon in looking back one can only say that his taking 
over the mission against his personal feeling was the right decision. 

If we sa. during the presentation of evidenco to what extent Ps pon 
nade offorts to bring about ^ peace of renunciation as carly as the year 
1939, then we must also approve this acceptance of the mission for this 
reason, independently of the fact of what final 88 was to crown his 
efforts, even if one could have only figured on quite a dwindling possi- 
bility of reaching the desired goal. c assumption of such & position 
would finally also be justified fron the ioral viewpoint if ho had only 
hac as much as one singlo partial success, as, for exanple, the saving 
of 10,000 Jews from the duported to Poland, thich has been confirmed by 
the afficavit of liarchionini, 

In this connection I want to discuss a misunderstanding which cald 
arise fron the jucicial inquiry concerning this affidavit, 

In his affidevit, liarchionini points out that the lives of the Jews 
involved were saved by the intervention of Papen. Papen confirmed, upon 
interrogation, the correctmmss of tho affidavit, This œnfirmation cor- 
responas also with the facts, This docs not noon, however, that the mean- 

of that action, as it is know to iarthionini today and which he men- 
tions therefore in his affidavit, was already known tho, apen knew, of 
course, that the d.portztion to Poland for an unknown purpose and wi 
unknown goal was something very grave. This also explains his interven- 
tion, He knows onlh todoy, tho same as iíarchionini » certainly only knows 
today in all clarity, that the path of these people was not supposed to 


lead into deportation labor, but circctly into tho gas chambers, 
14051 
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Now I shoule like to refer to Docuuont 105, tho answered question- 
naire of tho present Apostolic Annuncio in Paris, Roncolli, cese pibing 
Popen's attitude fraa personel knowledge . 

The activity in Nakara has been fully described by the witnesses Kroll. 
anc Baron ven Lersner, It cloary shows a unified pence policy, 
policy which, independently from the momentary military and politic 
situation, even ^t the highes point of Guwisn victorics, stressed a 
peace of renunciation. Papen was, accorcing to the stotauents of Rose 
and Kroll, deeply affected by the outbreak of tho Polish war and con- 
domod it from tho first. 

How can such an attitude and such on activity bo reconciled with 


the asscrtions of the Prosecution? Papm is supposed to have brought 


about the war in conspiracy with Hiticr, fT Prot tion balicvos it 


can cecuce the erimingl act from his behaviour in the years prececuing 
the war. No proof hos been submitted as to what may have turned Papen 
the conspirator, into an advocate of peace, It has rested its accusations 
on the shaking foundation of deductions and omitted to verify whether the 
assertions of the Prosccution might in any possible way be in agrconent 
with the whole personality of the ccfcndant. n view of the nature of the 
indictment, one cannot be contcnt to solve tho problaa by the 
of 2 splitting of his personality cand an opportunistic attitude 
indictment includes crime. of monstrous proprtions, Such an incictamt 
must alsoervst on the personality of the culprit, Participation in sud 
a conspiracy is only conceivable in the case of a conploto iccontity with 
the doctrines discussed in the proceedings and cvs ribod as "Nazism", to 
their utmost oonsec.uences, A conspirator, in the sense the indictment, 
can only be a man who has givon himsclf up entirely, with the whole of lis 
personality, to thet tima., He must be a man in whom even tho 15st mora 
tios have been ebolished. Such i sonaoluty cannot be a phenomenon of 
brief duration; the readiness for such a crime must lie within the person 
of the culprit, 

In contrast to the distorted picture of Papents character drawn by the 
Prosecution, his truc personality has been shown up during these procevedings 
in 511 clarity. We soc a man who is rooted by origin and education in 


tradition and encurv-tive ideas, a man of consciously responsible national 
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for just these reasons a regara for others is n turcl. 


tics with the neighboring caintry in the Vest, his 
knowledge of the world, preclude fraa the first nis socing things fra 
& onc-sided viowpoint, according to his cwn lonol wishes. He mows 
that life recuires understanding and the willingness to understand, He 
knows thet intovnotion^l ο is built on sincerity ond faith and that 
cne must 
on account of | deep religious focling, 
makes the basic principle of his 
tion to the idcologiesl doctrinus 
political c-rcer and seen that ho hele fast th rough all 
activity to his basic politic-l erced which wos built on 
these clanents, 
In kċepi 
responsibil ς 2 did not evade any of the tasks 
even it we are witnessing in the end the collapse of 


endeavours, this cannot be the toi. ..one ior the sincerity of his cmvic- 


To arraign s c n t all und ] of 2 crime int 
sense « n a fac ς cat ^b * c] od x ^ / 'on sur ly oniy hovo bocn 
on the basis of the legal simplifications which an indictment 


offers to the 


any time 
lity. 
jstoblished whic 


fects in the indi: 
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orought 
The Tribunal 
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slightest evidence has bocn produced during the proceedings that Speer 
contributed towards bringing about thosc facts. In this conncctionwe nust 
ecnsider that culpability cf an attitude roquircs that the person in question 
nust have contributed in sone way or other towards the bringing about of the 
facts which have been declared punishable, i.c. ho must have caused the result 
which was declared punishable to be brought about. If, however, as in thc 
casc under consideration, defcnlant Speer entered the Governnent without havin 
contributed anything at all towards tho so-called crimes arainst : ACC, he 
cannot bo charred with criminal responsibility fcr this, even if such 
responsibility could be applicable to cthe members of tho "ovornuent, Tho 
Proscoution used the expression that the cefendant had accep tec 
oved the preceodingerines against peace by joininc tho rovornuont. Such 
taken fron the ficld cf civil law cannot be applicd to crinina 
lawe Criminal law appli.s only to ¢ircitinstances consistin; of actions which 
serve to bring about the circumstances docloroc punishable. Nor is 
altered by the introduction of thc leral οοποορῦ cf conspiracy. 
connection roforonee may be mace to Dre Stohnor!s dotoilod s: 
The local views sot forth in that statoncnt are also 
iy detailed statement. In order to avoid repetition, reforence is mace 
ll as to tho full statements of Prof, Jahrréiss. It ca in, therefore, 
bo confirned that dofon?ant Speer cannot be charsed with a so-called crine 
acainst peacce 
personal intorro ation ^f the defcndant an? )jSS-oxanination 
; his activity have shown that Spoor by virtue of his ocsiti-n as 
architect, cxcreised oxélusivoly architectural - artistic functicns als 
Party sct-up, Spcer was tho cormissicner for ecnstruetion in tho Hoss st 
a purely technical task, which had nothin; 
any forn of preparation for wor. The Party, which strove Ὁ 
influonce 211 the vital functions -f thc people, had 
missioner for constructi-n,.to oxocuto and s} pc tho Party structurcs 
uniformly. For their construction projects, tho roricnal leaders of tho NSDAP 
and tho other Party officcs wore to apply to this office for consultaticn; 


however, they availed thensolvos of this only to a very slight oxtont, 
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ΤΗ: RESIDENT: Dr, Flacschner, thc Tribunal thinks it nicht ! 
appropriate at scnetine convoniont to you if ycu wore to dcol with tho question 
of the meaning of the words 'waocinz of a warfare 


1 
} 


I don't wont to interrupt you to do it at this 11011 


sonctinc convenicnt to you the Tricunol would like you to rivo your interpreta? 
in Article 6-a "waging οἱ wor of agzressicon! ϱ 
Yes, lir. | nt, Perhaps I nicht return to this 
point lator, tir. President, after I concluded this topic. Naturally it wes 
a purcly architectonic task, when tho Party acted as person for whon bui lling 
peor fornocd.e 
It strove to give its buildings a uniformly representative 
the peculiarity cf architcctionic will to fashion thi 
naturally pursucs his -wm intentions in sclvinc the problcus 


hine The activity of the defendant as caæamissioncr for construction 
therefore relativcly restricted and οἱ ) Cary inportonco, sincc ho 


even have an apparatus’ of his ow ispos: It would be crroncous 


try to assume therefrom any par 


crinos ascainst the pcacc. the sane holds ο for the dofon ant's ronaininr 


functions nd during tho war up to hi Surp ) as ministi 
When tho defenda Was ο job of reshaping: the appearance cf the 
Nucrnberg, this activity ho? 
gainst the peace; on the contrary, his 
a prevention of war preparations, as this task of his required 
equipacnt to a very groat extent, fron which rcarnanont nicht -thorwiso have 
to 9 


boncfitcd dircetly or incircctly. the construction projects assigned to 9; 


DC 
ives 
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Were, norcovor, calculatcd and planned far ahoad. They could cnly cause the 
ression in Spoer that Hitler reckoned with a lone period 
f the question for the defendant pricr to his assurp 
have contributed di ο or indirectly to 
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ismificanes and hac become merely an institution that 


vilc. 


ιο] thc Fuchrcr' S decisions. 
bility for tho guilt of war is cut of tho qucstion, for nc activity 
whatever cf the Reichstag is rocornizailo in extention of tho var to thc 
Sovict Union oni the United States. 
pecial French Prosecution, therefore, justly desistod fron 


4.3 


reproaching the defendant with an offense arains 1 of the Statute. 


m - . E ! 1 a “απ 35 n4 1 
the Prosecution further charres ¢efondant Speer w | ha ο participated 
L E È 


office throush the fact, that workers wore transforrod 
fron the occupied countrics to Gorm any, where they were 
purpose of tho conduct of v € 1ο production of tar interis 
be said in this connection: 
| Prosccution reproaches the defendant with violations 
uo Convention on Lan} if 
f naticnals 
necessitics of tho cecupation amy; noroovcr, they 
to tho rcsourecs ho country and nust not imply t 
eoncornc?, tc take port in military actic against their native land. 
convention on land warfare cstablishes in Fa that all ccuntrios 
it in General participat: 
entered into tho Conventi 
Land Warfare, tho latter cculd bo applicable to tho conditions croatedc by 
tho war against the Sovict Union only if tho 16-51 principles loi^ min tho 
universally vali? interna 


start from the principle 


bo regarded as tro partnors, 
cxaninine tho questicn, tho point is to bo dotoruinod wheth ior 


vals 


orers fron torritorios <ccupied in war-tinc by an onony 
con bo justificd in virtue of Art. 52) cf the HLO; Art 52) which c 
limitation of Art. 6) « ofthe Hague Convention on Land | 


pPinciplo is stipulated that funcanonte lly thc 


4057 





23 July- 


4 


and the 


OWe 


7 


whether κα 


potential for the essen 


State is 
country 


the view 


he constraint 


E PA 
Usted 


t-JF-6-5-S 


a 
as 


Law 


i AN 


oroporty to bc involvoc s tho nocossitios of war 


Starting fron this principlc, it is now to corno 


in virtuc .f it, doportation f-r tho purposc sceurin; labor 


a 
oi 8 


tial war cconony bellircrent country is prohibite 


In this respect, tho question nust bo cconsiccred, it make 


deportation carried cut by the cecupying bolliccrent 


in accordance with convonticns agreed upcn with th : Govornuont of the 


by tho belligerent Statce have cofcnded 


that such convonticns aro legally void because they ade under 


f cecupation, and be Governnent Branco 


tine cf cecupation could nc 


firs 4» 


soint of vicw cannot support the conten 
- at 


rnaticnal juri ical ccnvontions 


rospoc vivo centers 


on of centers of szravity will 


(lex, 
uovc 


boo 
JUD 


with i te 


orniiont 


of gravity of contracting particse 


an ^" 


r concluded a victor and a State 


^ + σα »-.,ἢ 
|. vanquishe 


ontentse 


1 Paaka Gi» 
be roflcotod ir 


etween tho Gorur 


potential, 5c-o0llo3 Vichy 


c2 existing in French 


vful succcssor 


ecupation, and internationally acknowledge 


ral 


ea AS 


nct yc dip 


thon Ὁ yct inv Tv 


lvod in the vor prose 





ΠΤΙ ΙΙ 


July M-IJG-7-1 


‘lorsover, it cannot bo tekon for grontod that 


Sicnifoestod in the conventions j ο ἢ à Government 


with victorious Gernon Roich 


i 


gonuino popular opinion cf the French i: 
ιο in this rospect to Document n 


attention nust be siven here to the ocononical 


Particular 


kado, with tho result that those 


Shwe 


produced ct heme were no longor forth 
proáuction crno to 


^ { 1. Ἱ.. ;. πι on, . — ^" a. 4 - de sq d 7 " 
of ο fHronch productive potential : 


bL o 


of workers in this wav wore doprivod 


nuer 
tro French nct ploge 


lispctel of 301 3ovontiai to Gormmeany, but 


5. ape te ^£ » 4.3. - 
in ΝΣ Ὁ ats sure, UL.U oxpocuc. 


{Ίνα > med us 
Ce eccnvonuion 
terminines 


conventions in question were cuthontic Έτος Φάρος 


^ 


an 1 = dafs S 
Fri y corionts ο νο uno OLDGCT 


In virtuo tion 


cecupiod lrenech 


n 


tho ronoval cf workers 


havo no 


4n ΚΕ 
hart 


xiont he 


caries 


45 πο} te 
cs ὁ Chori t UV, 
D» 


της A derc i ΞΟ nuen t repro sente- 


Ll. 


GCcOorocs, y Vlruuo workers tc 


- Als 


erriod out, wero onacted on the directive of the oic 


14059 





pateh of 


Stoinbauer in Lis oxposition concorning the « 


jb Soyss 
I rofor you to 
voro the 
tko principlo 
tho Ko. 


Li Y 


ες 10 


eivilions in we 


country uy the 


Intornction:.l 


country concorned 


of Lond Werfaro 


ea 
ew 


LL 


ifter tho unconditional capitulation of Gornzny 


ceciared 


this 


C 


guo Convontion c 


27 


the Go 


m 


M 
Q 
Y 


rulos must apply to those countrics onc 


lcbourors effected tw thon has already boon oxplained 


ctivity of 


-Inquart in Holland. In order to 


those oxplonctionse, 
Enstern countrios aro c ncecrnedc, wo must start fron 


ct the Soviot Union cid not become = contracting 


4A 


-- 


Waptopróo. 


uothor th sot down in 


roforonco 


of occupation cf 


not be considerod as 


BIA Pan: 3 een 
thoerofore icoront 


Dell 
onvontion 
. 


Ean 
uy 


provo 


must corio up 


onal Low can be 


^ 
4 


ility ci 


chting fcr ite 


5 
Ae. M. 


been meade 


4-1- 
bLiC 


emergency Was 


mon there remained 


destroy the 


e:icrgency be considered to have boon calrecdy 


LU 


arlior stage, after lcd 5000110 cloar that 


concoived by tho Hogue Convontion cf Lend 


aqifforences ocotwoon tro Stc 


M2 





25 July in LIG 7-9 
forcos cf ti 


κ 


ο Dolliscronts 


᾿ Ja 
JUG 


priucrily tho oconcnic 


voolligoront ic tions, sna thoroby what is 


countor=Dleelsace, in tho socond 


ition to: bo ore 


mae πη} dans 
sccordinsly, 

1 am Ced NUM M A 
tho rosicns 5clon;ing 


destroy tho production 


occupiod torritorios, 


372 ye “Ν ^ eR 
li ructod ο 


tho ν jc I πὶ G 8 > 


1.2 


interruption cnc 


hundreds ot 


ae A ^ 
movers 


e 


thc s vit 


aversory! 


included in tho onony 


Aostrcy; not 


inciroct off oct 


copi-.i 


r ENS 
LU 


^ (st 
; τα dote Me 


ιο cecupied torri 


J 


los! X 
V zu su 


5 each cthor's oconorry 


v 


“orld Vor thoy havo 


T Treñ 
ae 


of Dlockcdoe, Intro 


onorg uy tho a 


of Serle προς 


mA 


potonti-l cf 
CAVOPSOPY « 


Π 
484 
law 


Corony 


r NUT, ET 
Kronzpueh 


sa ^ ^r 
concornoc., 


ro 


mar was princrily w 


Gorrian national 


pctontiol and possib 


tios 
with continucus 


in Fronee, Solgiun 


se Pi A a \ es dou d a UM ^ Aa 3 
“olenc, «ustria, and hod as its 


4 


the whole 
immediate 


2ohind the purpess 


cir offensive 


da και 
bLVC 


indic 


P 
1-2 


notion u 


ee Tr 


t 
ZOLILVG 


tories which iro 
ος 
που ισως. 


14,061 


oy Dloeitaio and 


nDoroo 


—ncinst tho 


H0186 — 0032 


cci 


} 


coption 


Delligcer- 
'or, 


duced 


ostruction of its 


conception 


uninterrupted 


eu ae 


A «Q4 se] ~ m, 
T Ur οι ιο 


comunica- 


ond 


L.ikewiso 


its 


the oconoriic 





cap.city cf tho adverse y, cno ccn spock 


nati: nal οἵ ιο οχι 


of GOpoor's 


the production problems resulting fron it. 


in the midch onenic vor, 


Dre Ulcoscknor, 


cny corzmunic:tion between S,-tes, 


ons or olsowhoro, sinco ος cr 


linewuo ulos on Lend rf^ro woro no 


zorhor consicor th: 


PE 
κ.» 


or in tho 


Yoon 
CLL ΝΟΥ 


κ. δὲ. =. ορ d. t 
jiotwoon tho two 


pris e 


One re 
να, 


Ὡς 
Convention 


ai 
1.40 


ro cencornod cnc 


Chanves in tho neuntir 


rr 9r. 


- eP TaT ra 
Alas 4 TOSIDLS A. 


4. ^" "ps 
stond you to 


185, thon, I undor 


corznie-tion botwoen S.-.to 


that tho “asuc Rules- on Ocna 


- 
τρ 


e ασ τπτ - 
i ση ὍΘΟΣ idol s «.0 8 ϱ 


"uo furthor oxoriinod whother and to whet 


Gorman siđe were oxpocicnt in 


OT GONCY e 


LY je Te a 1 ΄ ΓΩ a'o a or 
in tho ccurso of tho Pr 


tho tricl, 


uvori.l coocsions irnpertod lcbcr 


14062 


cf 


ointod 


1914- 


Ὁ quostion «πα o 


no 


i AQ 


ρα ^" 
e ο ο δα, 


4inistor, 


ask you 
oithorm i. 


ΠΩ 
πο Ὁ 9 


lon“cr 


.nswor it 


Lek wnq il nont 0S 


con- 


tho 


(νο beon nc 


longor appli- 





οὗ July I-LIG-7-5 H0186 — 0034 
ER ^nocr for service οὗ the front. rtcinly ono of } 


mnich imcuced Ger te foreicn workors, 


micans the i 


idooa tko ovor- 


Gocisivo point of 


vl 


the Gormcn Raich carried cut ory compelled 
soich to on incre:.sins extent te bulll plants for the production 


substitutes in 


cerry on tho war in its now Gofinitoly 


4.1. m, 


the Cistrubencoes cf oconorit 


Cro nace it nocosscry tc:rosort to an 
of lobor, 8 cn exemple, callow me to nontion 
tion: 1 labor wes nocesscry cir raid 
situstion involved ο st-to ΒΙΟ} 


lh nsu 


VU 


such cdcitioncl prc2vuetion plantse 
ecntoniod no pcint in spoc 
on orncroonoy cancelling the 


the prccoodinss 
c wor i.s thorefore illosal fron 


-^ γι στ] a 
ans ΠΟΥ 


iefondcant 


4 bs. «αμα . o ey da 
LSton L^ OBMOLL 


oxrMnction of tho back; rounds 
of the crisin ci 


v» 


Deon ox ne 


|o defeniant 


oo 
Ul. 


foreim ΝΟ στο 
ocnsti tut 1a Ξ11 176 Van kaa - + 
PCLSuLeUccs ΘΟ να μθξ]ὰς: 
POMALNS 


= 


on 38 


4-7 de 
Uilis: U 3 


" ^ r ^ da - * A 4 234 r tee 
it. οο:.δοι to Cono volunt..rily to 


1ο countonanced tho corn 





dier uo ΠΠ 


cnvineed of the noccse: 61 Ms Ο:10ΟΏΓΟΠΟΥ ro-2suro, Su jocetivoly, 
ro Ὁ onsidorod jn his favour thet ko beltoved in 
ΟΓΙΟΥΓΘΊΠΟΥ excluding i111op-lity. 
in tho first placo it ust de oxriuined, 
tributed to the institution cf 
Prospect, wo ust stort fron the 
acd a purely technical task 


B 


hoforonco ocn 5o 
stc tod his labour 
those roqvirorionts were net hes been told 
witnossos Schichor and Sohuüol.  nequirornonts woro subri.ttod 
wholo cnd it w: incurbont upon defoncant Ssuckel tc s.tisfy 
included the totolity of 1 -Ὁ UP roquiroc 


4-1 ^ 


LILO SO 


“md τοῦς rdinr to his best 


on oexheuvetive roun Lup 


procurer cf fcroirn 


procure Geran 


iovornuont 


ersonont procuction, 


1 4 4 ds ES d κκ " 4 maed wae ; . deta μα Ag - , 
20618110 iiipox : LS GVui.lonooc by the Stinony c oss Sour 


^ MAE 4- 
(οςουτιοΏῦ 





Karr 


i UIT 


an increase of 4 to 499 million workers was achieve? for the armament finish- 
ing incustry Curinv the defendants activity as Armament Minister, whilst 

the production of armament parts increased in the rroportion of 53 and up to 
7 in meny devartmentse It must therefore be borne in mind that the increase 
of armament production incumbent upon defendant Speer was primarily achieved, 
not through increase of labor potential, but rather thanks to technical and 
organizational measures, It must bo once more inferred from this that, for 


the defendant, procurement of labour potential was acmitted an important 


though not the decisive element in thc carrying out of tho task assinned to 


m 
i1 


hime the defendant has quite plausibly stated that he ha? dommded workers 
from Sauckel but that he hat insisted upon having German workers firs 

In the defendant's opinion, the increase of labor potential in thc 
economie sector controlled by him could have been achieved without resorting t. 
foreign labor to the cxtont in which it was tone. The measures taken b 
cofendant for the ourposc of preventing the deportation of workers from the 


inte the Reich have been adequately ceseribed by the cvicencee In t^kine 
q j J 2 


1 


measures, namely tho romoval of consumer soods production and manufacture 


a 


of vital armament parts such as, for instance, force? parts, railway equip- 


1 


ment, oto, to the estern countrios and installation of protccted industries 
thorc, 80997 was actuated by the knowledge that the conscription of workers 
from France as well as from Belgium would bo stoppede The consequence of his 
talks with the French Minister Bichclonne was, nas the defendant explained at 
his interrogation, practically the ond of the deportation of workers to Germany 
The results have been accurately described by the Gener 1 labor Commissioner 
at the session of the Central Planning Board on the 1 March 1944 (ρ 32/33 
Speer Document Book). In spite of evory resistance opnosed to this policy 


(compare Sauckel's letter to Hitler dated 17 March 1944, Document 3819-78) 


Speer persevered in his PUYPOSCe “ho report of Hitler's conference on 4 Jane 


uary 1944, submitted by tho Prosecution uncer No. δὲ OF 20 by the 


Cecision adopted, that the protected incustrics, the abolition of which 


y 


Sauckel tried to obtain, wcre to romain inaccessible t^ seizuro by Sauckel's 
labor consoription. 
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(Compare also Speer Exhibit 10m page 26) Speer wanted to employ French 


workers in France, in tho offert to transfer production of consumer goods an 


pročucts which ^i? not represent arne production to the occupied Western 


4 


torritorics. He wished to utilizo for armament production the German workers 
do available thr^ourh the closing down of German plants, (Soo “ocument 
δά ὉΤ 22/34 of Spoor documont book). In this manner Spcor was able to 
increase proc?ucti^n, because German workers, as a result of climination ^f 
lansuage difficulties, could more onsily be retrained and because food 
cifficultics werc eliminatod,. (Cc Ὃ Kehrl, pare 110, Speer document hook). 
a 
.he result of this policy was that the worker | Western areas were 
preponccrantly used in thoproduetion of civilian foods, but not in armamcen’ 
productione 
On the question of employment of foroirn labor in tho protected in- 
dustrics it must also bo said: Tho statuto is derived from two factual 
circumstances; Ceportation for foreed labor and force? labor itself, 


Government 


pulsory lobor in France was ordered through a decree of tho French 
accorcing t^ international law thore could be no objection to this, unicss 


one woulc take tho position that tho Fronch Government was not ontitlo3 t 


2 


| measurcs an’ to issue such decrees. As was Cenosed by defendant 


1 


Sycer, French oconomic leadership obtninc? i independence through the ncroc- 


mont with Bichelonne, naturally with tho rostrictions which rosultod from t 


1 


agrcomont, ^^5lished by Boreks (soc document bcok I, pago 381), co- 


worker of Jcfondant Sauckel, from protected industries of France 20% wen 
'conomy; on the other he wore than 40% went from exnsumcr ro 
3 


industry dic not manufacture wompons and direct implements of war, for tho 


Gormon authorities would surely not have loft them to the Fronch offices. 


ession of 20 Juno 1946, that the Tribunal summarized its 


as to tho manner in which wo presented our evidonco, to the effect 
purposeful questions wcrc irrolovant, then the vicwooint 
on tho contrary may be established thet this speech is only for tho 


clarifying the question of logality. If tho French Government was 
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in cecrceine compulsory labor service and if plants, employing French worker: 
on the basis of this decree or on t^: basis of voluntary labor contracts, wer 
p»roviJod with orders on German accounts, no legal objection could be raised. 
the establishment of protected industries which hindered the withdrawal of 
their transfor to Germany, and the removal of somo πάσης] 
branches of production to France, Belgium and Holland, led to tho objective 
atisfying the requirements of German Econony in 5 legally unobjectionable 
mannere Althoush defendant Speer .1 not completely check the transfor of 
workers, he nevertheless did succeed in decreasing their commitment npprecinb? 
Instead of the policy of transplanting foreign workers to the Reich, a policy 
which was pursued by other Reich offices, tho defendant pursued tho objecti- 
of committing thc labor for his purpose in their homeland. (Compare Sncer 
of the Spoer document book). To this oxtent 
against the tendency of dc ing workers from their homeland. 
in order t^ prove the assertion that Speer had decisively participate 
the intensification of conortation for forced labor, the frosccution refer: 
Cocumen 9586-15, which roprosonts a file momo by Sauckcl, concerning a tele- 
phone conversation with Speer on 8 January 1943. In contrast to this, thc 
copy of the Fuchrer ‘protocol of 3 to 6 January 1943, which was the object of 
the telephone conversation, has been submitted. Even if here also sharp re- 
marks by Hitler are repeated, it nevertheless does not reveal tho tendency 
which was noted by Sauckel in his ^'1o momo » 
tho defendant Speer was alrondy at that time ^n bad terms with Sauckcle 


The order issue? to Speer in this Fuchrer protocol for the management ^f th: 


French armament industry, gave him a pretext for the cstablishmont of protec 


industricse ‘ho termination of labor commitment from France was theroby 


complished, consequently, thoroforo, the opnosite of what tho Prosecution 
would like to prove. Reference m be male hereby to cocumont book R 
There it is asserted that due to tho Specr=Bichelonne aproomont, labor comi 
mont to Germany as of October 1948 hac beon decreased about 1/10 (compare 
41 Όρους document book). 


In weichine thc question as to what extent this exoncratcs the ἀθξοπήηι.: 
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ce for some timce Speer relic 
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has only to ses tc it that th. labor forces put at his Cis, csal toca 
tacks are vein. em,lcysac © the ri cht place and in tho ri ht mamor 
countered with the argument that the defendant Sauckel 
as tne deputy f the cefen ant 8, cor. 


n E 


present a just ,icturo .f the distribution .f tasks between th 


aS Carricd cut by the State cirecticn. ho fact cann:t bo 
f all the sect rs which put in their requisitions to the “οἷς 


t Sauckel, the ones resented by the defendant Sicev were the most ing 


portant fur the conduct of the war a tnefefore, hac priority over the 


any however, that is was Sauckel's cuty tc satisfy 
represented by Speer bef-re all t 

this, as is evicent from the collective evi ences, 
testinonies of tn. witnesses Schieber == Docusont 3: ok I7 


/eunent Sook I p. 106, an. ccul 


‘ther sectors, ich werc 


by the rrosecuti n that 
sntiary for Labor wa; 
Speer, anc that this zave 
l -f the defencant Seer 


es nct correspond with the facte 


ce 
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armament ‘‘inistor, the ¿efenċčant 
Gr r for the -lants which 


thon besa carried out b inistry of Labor enuld nct 


y πι 


n theme This activity τω r-sentoc, within the franc-w 


of Lobcr, only a small fraci vf its overall functions, 
ceclared in th. course of his interrogation 


T coul. not overcome suffichently th. tendencies 


us districts, because every Gauleiter had the 
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bition to prevent the transfer of workers from his Gau to another to tho be 
of his abilit;s The department of the Ministry of Labor, with its 
redtaje, Gid notgpear to be capable of this task, and the su-cestion w 
to the State Ciroction tu charge a Gauleiter with this missicn, The deman 
connected with this su gestion of Speer, namely t^ iut the Gauleiter chor- 
xed with the procurement of lab... onder him was not granted oy the State 
Cirectivn, anc this because of uther existin: competencies. Tho ers 


proposed by Speer was also turned dcw, ani the icfenient Sauckel was δι.» 


pointed instea’, Therefore, only crzanizati nl rcas.ns were involved in 


S.cer's onáoav.rs tc create a Pleni, ctontiary :f Labor, tho purpose cf whic 


c.nsisted in cverconin: the a^ovo-n.ntioned c positicn cirected avainst 
ths activity vf the Labor irocuramcnt Office of the Ministry 
To draw fron these facts the conelusi.n that the cefen ont SyoGrT was res, 
s for all th. measures crdoro^ b. the “efendant Sauckel γω]. Ὁ 
no use 
the fict that the defendant articiateg 
' Board, in the course -f which 
irocuremnont of Labor was discussed, cann:t be used support the clain of 
the rrosocution, The Prosecution attempts t [ΤΟΥ͂Θ as a result cf the so 
the cefoencant Speer had played a leaci 
' .z.m foreign countries, To counter this t! 
The Prosecution has only submitted the texts 4 
that is the minutcs which wers 
f the session, but not the decisions whi 
These, however are Jocisivo. 


Poicorts incluce also resolutions 


n 


ration of tho defendant in tj 
οὐ (θίασοι Such ccnclusi ons do not cxist, h 
rawn from the fact that at the conferences i 
oare questions of labour mobilization were mentine 
which the Control ilanning Ὁ ard had taken over in its sphere of activit. 
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ine decree regarding the estadlishnent of the Central Plannin Boa: 


is -iven in Speer Exhibit Na under No. 42. In it the lahour sphere 


of the Central «lacning Board is firmly outlined. The -rocunenent an 
tribution of labcur shovld no | cluded in the sphere 
the Gentral Flannin. Board AS ths usw office of the HMenipote 


just for that Pur-o86. It follows als. from the testi ny 
when the c ~Jefendant Sauckel disc issed fu 
Commitment before the Central Plannin 
cL the Central vlannin: 
were accountabls only 
of 
Speer Exh, No 6a 31 thin. contracicts 
tho Central ila nia 
tentiary for 
ny rosults, 
,Tinci;lo it results that the responsibility of the defencant S 


n «f labour from the σου. ied territories t- the 


om his actix + Within the framework 


MMe +Posecuticn charges the &fen ant with h.vin: known that 


i4 


Lorti or LAG w mace avaílso-1s t him by Sauckcl were broucht t 
G.rmany a.ainst thoir will and that he used these w mon in the incustry 
neclusi:n enc unters 
ro 
International Law, such erinc Woul be terminated with the removal 
D $60 the Retiche The fact tha ho. -crsens removed into Reich territor 
ποσο &6Slonod for Work establish new act of facts 


t. which the rosceution a lics 


In this Connection be consicor 


.ensation Law snc the enactment Cecrec th; 
German an ligation t: "Bk. his Services available 


Labor Offioa as hichost instance, the State le: 
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removed to Germany became likewise subject Ὁ. this 
There is no attem.t made on cur paré to deny that no prcvisicn 
18 found in the Hague Convention on Lanc Warfsre i f which would 
abor com ulsicn in force for German nationals t. be extend 
the occupied territorios. Since the Hacuse Land Warfare 
lifferent conce,t of warfare, it could 
consideration waich were br-ucht on by etsnomic 
questicn wh 


anc Warfare Ccnventioi nclusively re. ulates the sunmariness of all 


powers incum;ent upon an occupation auth rity. irmation is contradic- 


the practice oi all nations 
res ect also the angle of the 
be resorted to f r a correct evaluation 
admitted that tno troseamtion is ri 
56 justified fr 


osscution's 


ories, there 
ulda be elained 


(l0 uncer such 


the testimony 
himself, in direct examination as well as in Ssseexaninati 
leseribed his activity 
American Chief i:rosceutor, when ,lacin. before the 


scri.s 


Court 
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The dceumcnts involved we. the affidavit of Lr. Jezer, curent 


D=288, discussed by Dr. Servatius3 a letter .f the Loconctivo Manufacturin? 
-e,artnont of the fira of Krupp, dated Feb ary 191 just after the defen- 
ant Speer had taken office as Reich 11 nistere 

thercin hac clle f. pe intervention with Hitler in arch 1942, Speer 


ibit No. 3, pave 7 cf the Document Book Sueere Another 
Submitted, Cocument 1321 Cescribes conditicns prevailed when 
Russian laborers came to Essen in 19413 in other w res, sefore the 
cant Speer took office. 
Document e258, USA Exhibit No. 896, which camp up during cross-exami- 
nation was not produced as proof of charre against the defendant, 
stated by Justice cackso pare f the German transc 
rroceocinise ner cocuments then submittec 311 ceal with incidents in 
the Krupp works, 
To the extent t. which he wa 
all .f them, 
nature 
the effects 
thereto. 
with that 
incidents 
litivns uncer which foriecn lebore W- in armament industries were 


uniformly the sa 
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on firm and exartining it docs not pormit the drawing of conclusi-ns as to a whole 
systhme But only findings covering the Systen as such would yield evidence. 
It is true that this activit of tho cefendant Speer would not essentially 
his actions in principle, but it would be of 
; the measure of his particip^tion, 


en the defendant took office, the practice of employing foreign labor 


and prisoners of war was alre acy in existence; it is not he who introduced it, 


"hus he should not be ecnsicered a 9 originator, which may likewise 
to be taken into account for the establishment of judgment, since 

scem possible to abrogate the practice after its esta>lishnente 

of foreign labor in German cconcny was not something unusual, In 

also a creat number of f reign laborers vere enplcyod in acriculture, in 


in surface and in under ground workingse 


€— 


n 


uring the war forcign laborers fron tho East as 
been brought to Gemony to a considerable extent, oven before 
defendant Speer took ofi and only a portion cf then belon 
under Speor!s control, 
to civido the 
Sauckel and Speer, how assicnment and distributi 
st recently under the control 
'escribod belowe Acting in behalf of the 
ols assigned to the individual establishner certain producti 
tasks as part of the armanent prograie The factory then figured out the nunter 
of workers needed, This was reported to the Armanent Command and at the sane tir 
to the Labor Office whore labor requirenents of all works were reecrded 
Armarent Commands exartined all requests for workers received 
under their jurisdiction and passed then on to the Armament Inspection 
La or requirements reported to tho Labor of fices were forwarded by then 
Gau Lalor Offices. Armament Inspection Offices collected the requests and 
forworded them to the Spec inisbry bor i!'obilization Divisione The Gau 
Tabor Offices directed apnliceticns which they received to the Gener 
Cormissioner for the Comi tnt of Labore In this connection it is noteworthy 
that in 192 the Speer Ministry controlled only construction worl: and Arry 


armanente Navy and Air arnancnt handled their re equests for labor indeper dently. 


1943 Navy arnanont was assigned to the Speer linis try; fron 
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then on, Navy handled its labor requisitions by way of the Labor 
Commitment Division; in the fall of 1943 the rest of production was added 
while Aircraft armanent continued to handle its requisitions independently 
through the General Commissioner for the Mobilization of Labor until Aucust 19h), 
An &ccount of these details is incispensable in order to show thet the 
Proseeution!s assumption 9 according to which Speer is seon as the nain 
beneficiary of Sauckel's nobilization of labor can be disproved. Incidentally, 
it is nentioned that alongside of the Specr Ministry there existed essential 
industries and agencies of equal importance, for instance the Wehrmacht 
Aguiristration, the Transport System and so forth 3 this has also been confirmed 
by the testimony of witnesses, The Goncral Commissioner for the Commitment of 
Labor distributed the labor ct his disposal anong the various essential industrie» 
and agencies, assigned the required labor to the Gau Labor Offices who, in turn, 
referred then to tho local labor offices where allotnent of individual 
laborers to tho individual ostablish:ents was handled on the strength of 
applications which had uncercone examination throuch the branches of the 
Armament Offices. This ewtoersonc type of procedure was possible thr ugh 


the introduction of the soecalied "red-slip process" which was aplied in the 


case of exceptionally urgent production ignments (Speer Exhibit No, 37, 

page 122 of Document Book)e A cert-'. number of red slips were nado available 
monthly by the General Corrissicnor for the Commitment of Labor to tho 
Arnanonts Ministry, for distribution by the latter to the individual industrial 
works under its supervision by way of the industrics selfeacninistration 
agenciess The individual factory then resented these red slips tc 


Office, and these requests for workers c vered by red slips were ated u 


] on 
without quirements of other essential industries and agencies, 
and not until then could allotn ο Dor be nade to other establishnents, 


DOIG 


In all instances where normal requests for labor are involved 

exclusively in the hands of labor authorities under cirectiox of the defendan 
Sauckel, so ti > ividual factory nor the offices of the defendant 
Speer nor the latter himself had any influenco on the distibution. The question 


whether local labor or forcicn labor, or prisoners of war were used to satisfy 


requisitions was loft for tho Labor Authorities to decide (Document Book IL 
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In concluding the presentation of evidence, the Prosecution suoitted 


pace 108, 109), 


the decree of 1 Decerbor 19h2 (Dceunont Noe lO06-PS), issiod jointly by Speer 


and Sauckele The Prosecution contends that this docunont ane the decree of 22 
June 19h, simultaneously submi 1, furnish a basis for appraisal of the 
power ratio between Speer and t Therefore, sone corment 
apprpriate 

From the decree of 1 December 19h2 it is clear beyond doubt that the 


Gencral Commissioner for the Cormitment of Labor was authorized to ezari 


ne 
Ones 


requests for labor, to the extent to which the ey cane from the arnanents industry, 


carry out the producti job ε gned to it, the Genera. Com 


ς 135 

z:rütnont of Labor reserved to hinsoif the right of oxaninati 
m 
4 


he intention was to n 


Ὁ cconorty in the use of labor vithi 


position to 
; the task 
in the 
consideration of requests 
Aetcrmine which 


workers available to other »lants whenever 


articles, 
whether the labor power thus 
factory in the same line of productione 
allotnent of labor ro:wined in the hands of the General 
the Nf Labore The agencies of Speor!s Ministry were 
merely concerned with directing the labor already available to these branches 


fT 4 Ayet ye . 1 ΡΝ ^ 1 ^c ¢ γη ok ar 
Ot InOUWSUTX- as assigned to these establishments through the General Commissioner 


for į e ue Commitment of Labor, 
The procurenent of other labor was now, as before, in the hands of the 


Plenipotentiary General for Labor,andfurthermore the Plenipotontiory-Gonoral 
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for Labor participated authoritatively in tho oxamination of tho ος; Ὦ as to 


wh αυ extent plants culd release lab: li der to make it available to others. 
-out actions The authority c Plenipotentiary General for Labor was 
therefore not limited to any extent through this mutual acreenent between hin 
Minister for Armament anc Var Production. His task was noroly 
to procurc labor for tho plants, he was even given 2 considerable 
of authority in labor questicns, to look over the arnanent plants 
orcinated to tho defendant Speer and to examine if and to what extent these 
could make labor available for other plants. The decree of 22 June 19h) 
h was already available was to be used in accordance 
Central Authorities or according to the orders of 
airman of the Armament Cortissic It must also be nctod in thi 
it was not a matter of using: now labor unskidjed in arnanent work which, n 
procured thro the Plenipotentiary General for Labor nut solel 


Sc-callod transfer-actions fron one arent plant to the οὔποτ The Sauckel 


check 


denands 
basic distribution of auth rity, 
j to which the Pleni ventiary-General for Labor hac tc procure the 
4 labor and handled the whole alloesticn 
nipotentiaryeGeneral allocated la m a demand fo vor which had 
teen checked, thon it was loft to their decision ο what or, if 
mn ete. was to be furnished. The authority of the Agencies of 
Minister for Amanent in qu 31 f the commitment of labor vore limited 
large extent to the oxoouticn of s -callec transfereactions, isc. assignment 
one armanent plant to another, It would bo wrong to try to 
lerable limitation of the auth: rity of the Plenipotentiary- 
r an 


é 


1 
31021 


afundamental expansion of Speer'ts authority from these 
cCeerecse It would be just as wrong to conclude fron this that the 


frmnanent Ministry had been ineressed over other authorities 


tentiaryeGeneral for Labor 


apparently to characterize the relati nship between Speer and 


rosccuticn has fin y subonittod a file note of eneral Thor 
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the Director of the War Eecnomy and Armament Division in the OM! rec garding 
a discussion between the defendant 8ρο-Υ hinself cn the ono hand, md the 


Directors of the Armancnt Offices of the three branches of the Wehrmacht on 


the other hand of 2l Merch 1912, in which Thomas states that the Fuchrer 


considered Speer as his main authority and h trustee for all econortic spheres. 
This noto can only be understood in connection with tho report of the account 


which General Thomas g: regarding his activity as Director of the Var 

Economy and Armanent Office, and whi s been presented in excerpt forn to 

the Tribunal undor file Nc ; PS mo o Spec ppointzent as Minister 

for Arnanont, Thomas had tried to effect that the position of tho Genordl 

Plenipotentiary for Econony, which had been provided in the 

would be expanded to an Agency which would control tho whole v | COnorye 

now tho armarent econor is confrontod with high denands in connection with th 

first winter capei;n in Russia end the losses which 

and Hitler, after the death cf Dre Toct, appointed S; 

in the 13 ry for Arnanents and IMnitior henas thous ο sce 

personality who would receive tho authority which he had striven t 

for the General Plenipotentisry for Econorye This, hc wever, did not occure 
the evidence, Speer only received tho army equipment 

and the construction systeme The subordination of the new agency of the 


D 


neral for Labor under his Ministry, r which tho 


4 


Cefendant 
ncticned by Hitlor, peer!s rights as Ministo 
The generally maintained exectati 
of General Thomas, which the latter had linked with 
therefore not fulfilled in any war po οἶνος an increased authority 
jünistry 


But oven 
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then he was stili far from having the sphere of work which General Thomas 
had expected for Speer. Baced on this expectation General Thomas thou; ht t 
ses, in theperson of Speer, the man appointed by Hitler who would be 
decisive for all economic questions, In the file note of General Thomas, 
which confined itself mercly to generalities, it is 2 matter of an expr 
of opinicn which was nct justified by the actual state of affairs. 

no basis for the reply to the question 2s to how the responsibility for the 


policy of the commitment of labor objected to by the Prosecution con be 


distributede 


In summarizing it must be stated to this count of thoindiciment: 


Speer is not responsible for the means cnupleoyod for theprocurcment 
of foreign labor, ncr for its removal to Germany. He is οὗ thoeinost 
responsible for theutilization of part of this labor in Gormu 

4s 2 further count cf ths indictment it hes been stated 
defendant had employed prisoners of war in tho economic sector which was 
under his directicn, and that he had thereby viclated Article 32 of the 
Geneva Convention of 1929 regarding thetreatment cf prisoners of war used 
in plerts uncer his controle This, however, cannot be rexorded sinply as 
a Violation avainst /rticle 31 of theprevicusly mentioned agrcoemente The 
expression "armament economy” and/or "armament plant" docs not have the sam 
meaning as "plant" and/or "oconomy", whose task is the manufacture of arms 
and direct war requiremmtse 

The torm “armament plant" can only be understc. 

When, ot the beginning of rearmment, the limitation cf raw mate 
plants which were working for rearmacent were given prefcrence in obtaining 
raw materialse These [lonts wero subordinated to the armament inspections 


established by the Wehrmacht, and were called "armament plants," In addi- 


ti.n to all other plants, those which served the manufacture of iron, 


ES 
en 


d metals, as woll zs those plants which manufactured mochineeboilers and 
vehicles and appliances -- also the entire manufacture of raw stoel and the 
first stage of preparation (foundries, rolling works, forges) -- as well as 
the whole remaining subsidiary supply industry, were included in ite So, 
for example, electre-technical plants, plants which produced optical pro- 
ducts, plents which manufactured ballebearings, coewhecls, otc. This is 
shown by the testim ny of the witness Schieber, (Exhibit Noe 37, ‘uestion 


14079 
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9, Document Book page lll). 

Apyarcximately 30-35% only of the whole iron proCuction was used for 
the production of armament to the extent as previcusly í Jescribcd, and 60% 
for the maintenance cf procuction or for other consumers -- Reich Railroads. 
constructicn of merchant vessels, agricultural mochinc, oxp 
pplianees for the chemical industry, ctce we refer to the testim 
the witness Kehrl, which hrs been submitted uncer Specr Exhibit No. 
and particularly, to his answer to question 5e 

Since the iron quota assigned to the armament incustry also includes 
the manufacture cf raw steel and the stages of manufacture, it can be 
safely presumed that of all theplants which were c mbined in thearmament 
inspections, cnly approximately 20—30% manufactured armament products withir 
the meaning cf the Geneva Convention. The details had to trected ind- 
ividually, in order to ain an idea as to what exte article of the 
Geneva Conventicn could be vicleted by the employment of prisoncrs of var. 

Tho Prosecution has presented an Affidavit of the american economic 
statistician Duess under Noe 2520515, in ader to provo thereby how many 
of war and foreign workers were employed in the armanent industr; 
The compilation, which is principally supported by numbers taken from the 
dccumcnts, in the possession of the defendant Speer, do not, however, state 
iz Which brerches of the armament industry the incividual prisoners of war 

rorked, Δ big enterprise, which, because it falls uncer one of the above- 

l isted categories, and as a result thereof was c.nsidercd an armament plant 
in its cntirety, needs only to mnvufacture 5 fraction cr perhaps 
or equipment which stand in direct relationship to war activitics. If 
prisoners of wor were employed in it, then this cccup^ticn does not represent 
| viclation of Article 31 of tho Geneva Prisoners of Wer Convontion, Such 
a plant, however, appears collectively in Duess' 4ffidavite The Affidavit 
thereby loses its value as evidence as to if and to what extent the Article 
31 of theGeneva Convention was violated by the employment of prisoners of 
war in arnamente 


The French Frosecuticn has represented the point of view that the 


employment of French civilian workers who had been relcased from ;risonors 


of war confinement and who v smployed in the armament industry was also 
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to be considered a violation against Lrticle 31. This is nct applicab 
Beginning withthe time of their release, the former prisoncrs of war were 
free people, unlimited in their freedom of movemcnt, and limited only by the 
obligations embodied in the contract ο employment. In addition to this, 
no French prisoners of war could pe forced to cree to his release with 
the cblizsticn to make his lobor available to German industry. It was his 
freo decision if he preferred to accept his release 28 
under these ecnditicns. From that moment on he was nc longer a so 
no lonzer subject to military discipline; he received his working 
like every free worker, and was not subjected to any camp discipline or 
other similsr circumscribing rceguictionSe 
To these amongst the prismer of war who preferrec. 
relense uncer these circumstances, these advantages 
more valuable than the protection which they onjcyed as 
even in work which in 
EN 
prisoners of war in accordance Ἡ with Article 31, 
Letion of this irticlee 
The employment cf prisoners of wa in the industry of the ccuntry whic 
is h:léinz them prisoner is nct prohibited 4} the Geneva Prisoner-of-iar 
Convention, Only that work is prohibited whici is Cirectly conzcted with 
militayy operaticns, for example, the use οἱ prisoners of war for fortific: 
4 combat unite The defendant 8ρ-ς not be ascused cf 
't kind. The manufacture and trans; 
es well as transportati:n of war materiel fc 
under 
be c 
manufacture of 
far nct 
It must furthcrmo: 
to plants took place. According to the testimony 
this was d ne by the 
Comuanders submitting 
District Employment Office, anc the transfer of the pr isonors of wor to the 


plants then to.k place in the same manner as with usual labor. a cifferconc 


4081 





hee abo ΠΤ 


P oa 


only oxisto3 in thet tho camp cíficers er n fever voro billetec 
in somcalied enlisted men's canps (Stemmlazer) -- were το ponsible that the 


a Ἱ 


ectives issued by the OK; for the employment 2nd the tro^tmont cf 
prisoners of war were conplicd withe It was the responsibility cf these 
camp-officers, that, in the employment of prisoners of war, a vicleticn 


of article 31 of the Prisoners of war Convention w s rendered impossibles. 


The Comnitment Officers (Einsatzcffigiere) appointed by the camp commancers 


appo p 
had constantly t^ control and examine the working conditions and the kind 
of occupation of prisoners éf wor in armament plants, and they had to 
watch and see that no prohibited work was imposed 
The defendant Keitel has given an exact cescripticn cf the m 
cedure in which the ccntrol of prisoners of war in thehome area wes oxer- 
cisede Documents have also 

treatment of prisoners of var, 

The prisoners ofvar who were confined in isse were constantly 
examined by Camp Commitment Officers to sec th-t the employment cf prisoner: 
of war was in accordance with irticle 31 anc 32 of the Geneva Priso 


War Convention. { ar as French prisoners of war were concerned, 


f f v Yo Af 
On OL Amoassa 


of prisoners 


sacor Scapini were immeicately investi- 


mdee It is 


3 που] occur 
of this kind, ere, oft 
onvention itself in its regulaticns. 
These regulations were also effective in the last war the represent tives 
of the Protecting Fowers have intervened apai ; vac concitions, which had 


been brought to their attention on the basis o complaints, and they have 
demanded and achieved their sbolition. If such mis takes recognized 


and reported, they were then immediately remecied. would be incorrect to 


y to conclude a premeditated system from individual occurrencese The pro- 


tection of prisoners ofwar, which they found in the Labor Commitment officers, 
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even laid defendant Speer open tocritidisn by idual plant circctors 
4S being toc extensive 

as for as thelezal regulations of the cefendant Speer in this res- 
pect sre concerned, it must be first examined, if theemployment of 


cf wor in the armament industry is to be fun damentally regarded ^S 


viclotion of the rules of international lawe Lftcr the previously - 


statements regarding the chrracter cf the plants which were coined in 
the armament industry, this must be answercd in the nc ;1tivoe Only in so 
prisoners of war were actually employed cn the procuc ion of arms 
^ni on the ,;rocucticn of imediate war meterinls eculc be speak of a viola- 
ion of Article 31. Thot this regulation may have been viclatod in incivic 
ual cases will not be denicd by use If, fcr example, thephotozrrap sub- 
mittzd by the American rrosccution show thet near the front lines prisoners 
of war were used to unload munitionetrains, then this dòus lessky represent; 
a viol^ticn of the regulations of Article 3 The defendan poc wever, 
accused of such incicents, ^s they co fall wncer his mpet= 
eoncLuce 
Convention 
armanent incust 
Tribunal will adj 


hours ). 
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η)οοζος,. to, in so for as tl IPS concerned were in 
enabloec 
been established and proved Ly tho Prosecution, that those prisoners of war wore 
the work vivon 1 From the fect, that the ο: 1οΥ- 
discussed and oved, it camot 


Prisoners 


ων κ. ai κ ἡ πρὶ mq 
onincc locally fron vari.us 


ms 


ΓΙ 5 . 
the German Gcvornront has taken the point cf viov, that 


VE ov ‘de 


4 "o ^. » " D. r EB! νο M 1 eie Ta 314 9 4- 
uld bo treatol i aif 1 ra she ο subjects 


cntion of 


vict Prosocution has 
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Amteos Auslan V/A 


on tho treat ont 


Ml] conceornin: 
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nay le put to work for industry and agriculture inside the ca 


M1 


vue only rostricti 


n is that the use of prisoner of war ] 


i 


emp or outside, and 


labor is forbidden 3 


a) in the combat area, (5) for porsons" 


në 


nilitary in ternees 


yn, n atang $ 4^ ^^ 
TGoP restricting: 


32of the (e: novaPrisone 


of a generally 


of Internati na 


inurorati 


“War occupied 


conclusion, thc 
spro curencent 
hrouch the 
nont. The control f the 
War agreement doro ie 
return was hinso 


at the Amy Hich Cormanc, 


any intluence on tho Aistributic 


The Prosooti m has not 


Plenipctentiary for Lal or Commi t=- 

accordance with the Pris nor-of- 

Officor cf tho Stalec, who in 

2 fo the General for Prisoncer=of-Var natters 

It was ποῦ Ὁ possible for the defencant Speer to have 
n of prisonore-of-war and their occupati 
en in a position to bring any proof fron iich the 
dant Speer to unlawful occupation of prisoner of war 


ions of tho Prosecuti n have renained unprovec.s 


1 C ) e ó 
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The Prosccution has now further brought against the defendant the charge 
that the Todt Orparig2ticn, at the hoa^cf which Spesr was placed in February 
19,2 after Dre Torit's death, had used native workers to build fc rtificetions in 
the French coastal i or a ne Todt Orcranization is concornod,it is 
a purely civilian institution cf th ‘ral Construction Inspector for road 

It worked on a private econonical basis, that is, it 
it intended te carry out to private firms, also to foreign 
firms, which were established in the respective countries, and merely supervised 
the execution of tho constructi nse The private firms could unccrtake the 
procurerent of the necessary materials and lahor thenselvese For the very 


possible to eliminate 


i 


reason that native construction enterprises were used it was 

the difficulties which otherwise would have opposed themselves to the exocution 

of the work. The w rkyards of the Todt Organization oni Jed a certain favor with 
to Germany to wor nincustry there because se places cf construction 


i 


cently importante 


Security. The examp] πονος by the defendant Speer during cross = 
examination of 50,000 Todt Organization workers who were once taken from France 
to Germmy to repair dan 598 caused to two West German valley dam by air attacks, 

mloyed in other Todt Or: gani gati. n 
that notai ls of bo do but to send these 5o, 000 workers 
back to France, In tho meantimo, many men of the Todt Organization 
construction in France disappeared, because they feared to bo taken to 
many sooner or later against their will, while up to then they hac regarded 
in enterprises whieh worked for the Todt Organization as insurance 
eventual transfer to Cormanye Only the return of the ove mentioned 
to France, which was brovi about ty the defendan Speer when 
© unfavourable ο nsequences developed, restored the hitherto existing state 
confidence e Here also the reason should be emphasized that the fact 


n the event described hat the Todt Organization workers were free to 


they wished in France in any case, that no coercion was used against then, 


ed 
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The consequences of this was that when the protected plarts (Sperrbetriobe) were 


established in Franco, all ente erprises working for the Todt Organization were 


protected plants end therewith renoved from the possibility of being 


employed on other worke This instance ghows that the view of the Prosecution 


that the workers of the Todt Organization we e forced into the Todt Organi 


plants acainst their will is a wrong interpretati 


AS it is established that the French government agreed to the use of 


French workers in constructi- on under acninis stration of tho Toct 


Ls 
oh vu 3 


tLM, as well as i ny other armament in lustries in Gor 


e 


ories, every i Gan. lS exclude It should 


g that af Agreement with 


Treaty certainly did not mean an acroonon a final 


Stopping of hostilities, reporati-n for the ο ncelusion 
Signified war, but also did not 


yet mean the definite return to conditions regulated by tre 


resumption of hostilitics Was, howeve according to both partners tc 


t 1 


Aynist: ce, completely out of > ques 1 The armistice wa; 


exclusively the Situation 


σ 
formance of Services cannot 


own country which is still fighting; do not m ly 


he a 
apl vecause 


General armistice, the production of 


party which has retired 
m hostilitio nors still in the field, The 


nticned of faithfulness to 


country can in Such a case 


false assumption has been strengthened by thefact that the German members of 


the TONNES n of the Organization Todt abroad Se people 


Wehrmacht followe rs, but Labor engaced 


rms and the a: nstruetion τι rkors of tho firms as well 


the te chnical 


nnel.were in no such relatione The reproach cannot be mace, therefore, 
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notive workers were 


A further reproach 


fron concentroti 


The defendant 
' however, 


^n ecor 


in 
id 


could 


Varicu 


It be carried out 


prison itself, partly cutsidee 


agcravaticn of the economic war, 


in the concentraticn campSe 


The Prosecution has 


ble the 


Ὅτου 


reserves of labor co 


H ^ Af 
wearing before the Court on 20/21 


αὶ 
sepa 


towards building up a 
which would have 
jo intended 
olves 


ave provided 
have provide 


thems< 


to controb then, 


Tt was 


the concentration cans t 


n 


the inmates of the ccncentrati 


since in the first 


1 - 
the y 


workmen or for those doing long 


witness Ricke; they 


no more during w 


under SS control 


to the control 


It is true that to avoi 


camps were erected near the 


these were 
of the offic 


the offices in charge 


^n cams 
acnitted th 
the tes 


onc Ὡς 


d transpor 


plants 
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defendant Sneer consists 


loyed in the economic sector controllie 


ise A penal responsibility because cf this 


- 


of a leral verificaticone . went 


ature has always been a pr^ Germany e 


employment within the nvict- 


n 
par r yw 
par tly y 


lakor due to the 


for the constructi 


11^06 


d 


54. 
4-75 


ας Σὲ 


In Pawn ay ep 
defendant Speer 


eT 
The i 


would release 8 


armament industry. Hereby 


improvement cf their situatio: 


a 9 dA -- arpa nA Pa 
the od raticns provided for 


a 


hicher fc 


as has been attested by 


^ 


concentration camps, and were 


hours, but in the plants they were subject 


Sant J Tay 4 ^ d.c 
orien inted by the plantse 


aD} 


tation and marching 


rs anion αν, m wm. 
or rking phaces where 


ο]. of the ant managers nor to the 


but stcod exclusively under the control 


of the concentration ο For the 
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nditicns prevailing 
of the defendant Speer can be held responsib “USGS ^ccurroc theree In 


gencral, as attested by the lottor of tae departnent chief Sciobor of 7 


19) to tho defendant Speer (doce. book II, paco 68), the 


in such plants to an occupation given by the administration of the concentr 
carp itself. Arid Schieber quito clearly states in his letter that for these 
reasons more room should be given to tho employment of concentration camp 
innatos in order to improve their lote But he further states that the 
concentration canp inmates employed in the armanent industry mounted 
l that this figure was decreasing gains 13 he defendant's assertion 
interrogation that the teta 3D of concentration cam 


armament industry ancunted to 1% of the total 


whole armament industr Vis calculated t. 
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Of 49 million workmen engaged in the final proc essing of armaic nos the 
SSS Ł 5 2 
figur e of 36 000 represents only ( per thous and, The number of concen- 
c » t5 v i 


tration carp inmates euployed in the armament industry represents a very 


small part of the total labor employed in tho final processing of arna- 


ments, that is of the total labor em loved in tho slants manufacturing 
2 D P 


how nisleacing the assumption of the Prosecution 

is, that the exployment of such prisoners in the armament industrh had 
resulted in an increased demand for such labrr and that this inercasod 
demand was satisficd by the sending into concontration can ps of persons 
who hnde2 normal conditions would never have come 
that the fact of the auploynont of 
in the armament industry led al crease in the über of concentra- 
tion caps inüstes is disproved by the already mei med letter of Schei- 
ber (Ex. No.6, ze 88) and his testimony. Also submitted is Ex. No. 
37, doc 5l. According to this, the employment of concentration cam 
mated in the armament industry oc. 
of 1943, and the number of pri: S auployoc there reached its peak with 

> minun figure of 36,000 in March 1944 and from that tine on got only 

d not increase, but on the contrary decreased, The conclusions of the 
Prosecution in no way bear examinatione Not oven the proof has 
brought forward that Speer had attempted to have pcople sont to the con- 
centration 

at his interrogation, the defendant admitted that everywhere in 

G-rüzny people were afraid of being sent 2 concentration canp. This 
droad, in the population, of concentration Cans was quite justified, for 
it depended only on the judgement of the police authorities, lod by Him- 
mler, whether a person wes sent to 


beesuse there wes no legal authority whi 


to check the charges resulting in tra cr to à concentration camp, and 


final ly, | this is the main reason, becuase it lay entirely with: 
discretion of the conc.ntration caup authoritics to Cecide for how 
one was to bo scent to a concentration ΟΡ 

The Prosecution has further assorted that Speer wont on having ca- 


centration camp inmates in industry efter he hed obtzinod knowledge of 


1:091 
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tónditións-provoiling in the imuthausen camp from a visit he made thorc. 
That this wns not the ease is provod by the cviconeo of the defendant 
this point. As it was onlh a hurricd visit, the purpose of which w.s 
merely to instruct the camp administration to desist from tasks, under= 
taken in defiance of the prohibition wich savod purcly peacetime pur- 
poses and instead of this to place lobor at the disposal of the arnan- 


ent industry, the defendant Speer could only obtoin-a superficial i:.p- 
ression of the living consitions in the coup. Up to this point, nis 
evidence may be referred to. 

Lior cover, through es fo. the Prosecution, cetailed reference 
has been made to the fact that during such visits to concentration conpsy 
by porscnslitics of high standing, the camps ης shown from the best side 
only, and thet sicns of atrocities οἱ were corcfully removed so 
that tho visitor should not get a bad impression of the camp (cf. state- 
ment of witness Blaha on 1 Jznuary 192 

In connection with this question, wo vi 1 cool with the furvher rc- 
pronch of the Prosccuti hich asserts that S5p.ov hac approved of 

Hungarian Jews as lobor for construction 
plane factores orderd by Hitler. In respect to this, reference mst 
» to the evidence of the witness Milch and 
Franck. 
opposed these constructions ιν that Hitle who demanded the undor- 

f the work, gave the commission directly to Dorsch, the loader 
of the Organi zation Todt, to carry *hem out, So that the cotroversy 
between Hitler and Speer should not becomeeknown outsiders, Dorscn 
officially remained subordimte to Speer, but in this matter he had to 
deal dir.ctly with Hitler alone, and was imnodiatcly subordinate to hin. 
In his evidence iiilch further stated that thesecbuilcing intentions were 
never actually carried out, I have submitte lor!s order to Specr of 
21 April 1944 as Ex. No. 34, page 52, in my dccunont book, This ordor 
clearly shows that Hitler shows Dorsch as being circctly responsible to 


him, since the appointment of Speer, who was given the duty of 


these building tasks to the building plans undor him, was of a purtly 


formal noturo, The evidence given by Field Mershal Milch is thus con- 


firmed by this letter, 





the opinion 


hac contributed to sending pcople to ο 


is quotea which was 


Board of 10 Octcbor 


tion, one must look at the evidence of the dof 


ness box, 


Stop this 


f tho iros 


in which ho deċłared thet upon this statenent no 


cvoll werc taken either by tho Central Planning 


(UL 


6 - 
ceution that the defendant 
cnccntration camps, a statement 
of the Cuntral Planning 

in this connee~ 
poor in the wit- 
Steps to 


Board nor 


n SEES CERES ath st on Pas He, κα 3 wit ΤῊ a 
the General Plenipotentiary for Lebor Commitment. 


Effectively nothing 
that Sauckel issued a decree 
ose workers, who, in 
sinulate 
pretext 
et ell, 
It my incidentally be mentioned 


E 


neglect even this question. Efforts 


1 


ngness bo work 


othor 


der to succeed in fiegning 


orable influence 
the defendant Speer 
Speor cid notk h 
lod to practiccl action on 
year lator th: 


Labor Comuitmont 


ticularly gr 


pronounced 
& term of 56 aa Only in 


- weirs rp Ave wide ig D 
workine Law did the Οι 


mitacnt provide for 


8 done about it. 


against shirkors, 


ουσ 


channels of 


ative 


over, take any inti 


excoption-ll; gra 


oniy in Novorbor 1943 
The term "shirkcor! is 


to ovade tho fulfillment 
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ade in every imagina 


of 


iliness 


vory ¢ 


y casily have unfabo- 
personnel 
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kind 
S nct 


pI 


Plenipotentiary 


σον 


worker's training 


ases of infractic 


^ conccntration conp, 
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It must be hore mentioned Goeree 


national anc forcign workers in the samo way, 


1 


ionol vor bo treated. diffcrontly, In the 


Tw 


defendent Sauckel. the French Prosecution produced 


a sitting of Sauckcl!s lobor zuthcarities 2t the 


ting Dr. Sturm, the specialist on questions of 


Plenipotentiary for Labor Commitment, gave a 


of workmen, and it was therby est- shed that 


contage of workers had to be sentenced to penal puni 


But from this it results sgoiéín'thot the Prose 


ord 


wrd no proof for the assertion that, 


concernins concentration 


+ 


v 


hend 


onclusive cxing that Sauckel, 


C .- ΄ 4 4 pl π» o ny wae r.c. $ b am le 
Speer, contributod by any neasures they took 


- 4- ) ΄ M 
ο the Central 


statement befor: 


Ex. 179), 


TT 
Jidd 


work, 


the defendant 


αλ. -- 
WO 


thrown into cueintra 


bring forward any that 


roof 


Speer had the coneuntration ean 


then, 


at the beginning of my 


mic 
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Statuto in Τι garua the defend 


M 
vO 


minclogy: "The waging of 


har 


Y 
ilc 


following: The C tor 


, under 6-4, Cites, 


the execution of a wor 


Ageression, I need say nothine 


in οχος 
is 


person in 


cri 
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only 
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no caso nite 
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OSS-oxaninotinn of 
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burg. At this sit- 
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at the General 
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n infinitisina 
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tion has brought for- 
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ution of a war 
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mokes a canisiderabls cifforonec in their perticipstion in the tr. 
In the case of the dcfendant : Dd 1 tho wacing of 
jsi.n can not be ap 
oving as well: Ina 
or the lst of liarch, one of the 
prosecution had represented the po.nt of view thet the ch a 
wer of aggression was concluded with its outorcak, I can only share 
this opinion. 
During the hearing of evidence I 
the rctivitios of the defendant Speer during thc 
war from June 1944, I can, thecfore, emfine uysclf to proving now 


to tnis dutailed chronolcgic^l descripticn that the entire 


testinony of Speer is covered almost i 8 entirety by tostinont 


witnesses and by cocuments, he written depositions 
nesses, which I refrained fram rending fore t court, run along 
entirely the sane es, nith: witnesses cm cifforcnt 


^ 
Liner. 


1n ἄν X M - jc e ο 
Qerendant ypcer ος αν reported to 


vigorously at 
of production were allowed to eentinue. This is 
Hitler 
22, 23, and 24. Ås stated by t Witness Genurrl Guderian, 
General Staff of the army (coria Suesti aco 179 of πῇ curant 
Htlor defined, since tho ond of Janua v 19 any such in- 
tion as high treason and si pjoctuod it to correspon ling punishuorit, 
Nov.rthcloss, as it appears also froi vc Quposition of Guccrian, (Ques- 


tion 9, pagi 3 juustion 2 page LL), Spcer stated 


Le len CS} M /ciall; i 


Notwith standing this 





IT 


and thus achieved that Hitler's policy of destruction was at least 


" 23 July=-14-6-..0' ]Price, 


partly prevented, This is evicent from the tostinonios of witnesses 


Huppfaucr, Keupf and vn Poser, 
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Hitler declared to Specr on 29.3645 that the latter wuld havo to take tho 
consequences customary in such cases, if he continued to dóelaro that the war 
loste This conversation is contained in the testimony of the witness 

Kompf. In spite of it Spoor travelled already 2 days afterwards to Soyss- 
Inquart (on 1 april 1945) in order to explain also to him that the war was 
Tho witness Scyss-Inquapt and the witness Schwebel Interrogation 11 
1946, and interroration 14 Juno 1946, pare 11482 of the Gorman minutes 
stated here unanimously thot this convorsati n with Speer of 1 Avril 45 
occasioned tho c^nfercneos of SeysseInquart with the Chief of tho Gencral 
Staff of Gencral Eisenhowcr, Goncral Smith. This led finally to the handing 
over of undestroyed Holland-to the Allicse On 24 avril 1945 Spcor flew onco 
acain to Berlin which was alreaty besiexed in order to persuade Hitler that 


3 
k 


this sonsloss battle should 


o Siven up, as is evi^ent fromthe testimony of 


3 1 


tho witness Poser, In his last will Hitler dismisse? Socor on 29 April 45 
The àmerican chief prosecutor, Chicf Justice Jackson has therefore been 
obliged to confirm to the defendant Speer durinr his eross-oxomination, that 
he evidently was the only man who told Hitler the whole truth. 
the representatives of the prosecution have produced no evisence that 


destructions of incustrics took place in Polan, the Balkans, Czechoslovakia, 


France, Belrium, Holland were destroyed during the German rotrcate 


this is in thc first place a merit of the defendant Speer who prevented 
the cestruction of the incustrics of these countries 9s orccrcó by Hitler, 
partly even throurh a Falso interpretation of existing ordorse That Sw er 

convinced as early as in summer 1944 that these Jestructions should be 
prevented in the eneral European intorost, is evident from the testimony of 
tho witness von Poser. It would have been casy, by relevant execution of thc 
orcers, to cripple completely the industries of hich stancing of Central 
Europe and of the occupied Western European countries for 2-8 ycars and with 
it the cntire industrial production and civilized life of those peoples, in 
fact to make rebuilcinzs by own force quite impossible for years to come 


The witness Seyss-Inquart has state? in his interrogation on tho llth of 


June of this yoar, that tho prepared destruction of only 14 points in Holland 
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would have absolutely destroyed the basis of existence of this country, The 


destruction of all powcr plants in these countries would have produced a 
similar effect as in 1941 the destruction by the Soviets of 2 = 3 power plant: 


in tho Donetz territory ha? showne It was not until 1943 that production 


there could start again. 


"^ 


J 


to be expected from. the carrying 


continente 
aftor the success 


rave the authorization to undorta! 


von Poser, Kempf, Schi 


fell anc by Speer document 166 


Italy; Rohlanc for Luxembur;: 


S1 


ovaki 


akin, rolish-Upper-S Sia, 


Inguart for Hollan«, 


Belgium, Czccho-8lovakia, Upper- 


Immediately after the 


ΓΝ 


ppoi 
successor to 


in tho still occupied territorie 


well as ‘ehrwolf activitics, 
von Poser and Kempf, 
althourh Speer had no direc 
occupied te 
ity and throug 


He h 


Greater German Reiché 


connection in order to 


was obstinately demanded by Hitl 


e 
» 


on tho part of Hitler and many o 


of witnesses Guderians 


The most important document 


LES 
in 


Hitler of 29 March 45 submitted 


acain Hitler's remarks during 


ment shows clearly that Hitler h 


Similar and 


of the invasion of these 


1946 


Hitler, he submitted 


obstruct tho 


Rohlanc, Hupfauer, von Poser, Stahl 


the conversation on 18 March 


ad made up his mind 


still further reaching consequences had 


T72 τι 
out of Hitler's orders on tho Suropean 


5ccunied tcrritorios S»cor 


ake no destructions, as is confirmed the 


hy 


obor, Kchrl, “ohland, Seyss-Inquart, Hirsche 


Kohrl for the Balkans, Schieber for Upvere 


l Lerrainc; Kempf for the Balkans, Czocho- 


Franco, Belzium, Holland, Luxombourgs Soyss- 


Hirschfeld for Holland; iosor for France, 


v? 


Italy, neary, the Balkans, Poland, 


A 
A 


ntment the coedofendant Doenitz as 


to 


S 


him order estruction 


rohibiting ery d 


of Norway, CzechoeSlovakia and Holland, 


shown inrthe testimony of the 


n 


t authority for enrryin* ^ut the destruction 


rritorics, he had to accomplish this task at 


΄ 


8 


h his agencies within the borders of the so 


hac. to keep especially busy in this 


total destructio jf all real values 


cre Information on this will for Costruction 


f his Gouloiters is furnished in the 


and 


wed dd 


Kempf e 


in this regard is the letter of Speer ἕο 


as Speer Exhibit Noe 24, in which Speer reper 


1945. This docue 


to destroy completely 





which 


i 0 


23 ‘July=i=-GES-15=3 Saslaw 


tho foundations of the life of the German people. This document shoul: be 


especially rich in information about Hitler's time for any futuro historian. 


In connection therewith follows the evidence of the General Colonocl Guderian 


who certifies that in February 1945 Hitler 

le confused his inovitable fate with that of the German pcoplee 

Ze wished by all methods to continue this senseless firht 

Se oriderec the reckless cestruction of all things of real valuce 

That is Guderian on paro 177, anc paze 179 of my document books. At 
the same time the demolition and evacuation orders of Hitler and Bormann whick 
were issued the day after the conference with Speer and are of impressive 
clearness, have becn submitted to the Tribunal as Yocuments under Speer 
Exhibit Noe 25 - 28. 

^lrcacy since the middle of March 1944 Speer-consií^crinc this war 
inevitably lost --was determined to undertake everythine in order to mairtnin 
tho most urgent vital necessitics for the Germ@® people, as can bo confirmec 
by the witness Rohlanc. 

Notwithstancing the growing “anger, he repeated this determination with 
increasing urgency to his collaborators as the witne 


Stahl con certify for tho months of July and hurust 1944 anc tho witnesses 


3 


Hupfauer for the critical period from 


Stahl, Kempf, von Poser Pohland an 
February 1945 omwarcs. ο οτε orders of Speer dealing with the preservation 
of Industrial plants issued betwocn Sretembor. 1944 until the end of March 
1945 can be submitted to the Tribunal without any pars. They were nt first 
partly issued without Hitler's authorisation, but until February 1945, by a 
clever use of Hitler's hope that these territories could be reconguerec, were 
in part subsequently approved by hime 

the testimonies of the witnosses Rohland, Kempf and von Poser, as well 
as Speer's numerous memoranda regarding tho war situation prove that he withe 
out sharing it profited by Hitler's illusion in order to prevent these 
demolitions. 

Since the bepiming of February 1945 Hitler no lonrer lent his car to any 
such argumentation. he introduction to his demolition orders of 19.3.45 on 


11099 
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the contrary, show that he considered it necessary to oppose actively such 
argumentation. In false orders as thoso of 30 March 1945 (Spoor Exhibit 29 
page 81 Document Book) t» all industrial plants, as well as thoso of 4 April 
1945 for all sluiccs and cams, Speer gave instructions -- contradictory to 
the intentions of the orders submitted by Hitler -- not to undertake any 
intustrial demolitionse This likewise is corroborated by the witnesses 
Kempf, Poser an? Rohlande 


During the month of March the executive power for the demolition of 


industrial »lants nnd of other objects of value was transferred from Speer to 


tho Govleiters. 
Durine this period Speer acted in open insubordination, and on trips t 
the can: er zones he arranged for the sabotage of the 
stance by clever planning ho withdrew tho stocks of explosives trom the 
which was stated by the witnesses von Poser, 
orders that the so-called incustrial explosives 
shoulc no lonser be produced, as is proved by the of the witness 
of the Office fo w Froducts of Speers Ministrye 
sems important thot Speer hac urgently drawn Hitler's attention to 
the consequences which the demolitions would have for the Gorman 
is shown in Sncor's submitted memorandum dated 15 March 1945 (Όρους Exhibit 
23). In this Spcer, for oxamplo, has established that by the planned dee 


p 


molition of industrial plants anc bridges, in the Ruhr 


n 


for instanco, the 
reconstruction of Germany by her own forcos after this war would be mado 
impossiblce 

It is without doubt mainly to Spcer's credit that the industrial ree 
construction of 'ostern and Central Europe can progres ay, 
that in Franco, Belgium an? Holland aecor?inr to their latest reports, 
procuction has already reached the level of the peace-time procuction of 1938 

Spoor was the Minister responsible for thc means of procuction, iece tho 
factorics an’ thoir installations. Thus he sat in the transtission conter 
throuch which Hitler's intentions for the carrying out of these demolitions 


must nocossarily pass. We have noticed in this trial how in an authoritative 
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system such centers are in tho position to carry out on a biz seale the order: 
of tho Seal of the Stato. It was a fortunate coincidence that at this de= 


cisive period a clearethinking man like Spcer directed this office where from 


LI 
the industrial demolition must be directed. But with increasing intensifica- 


tion Speer took measures beyond his sphere of action, in order to case the 
transition for the German pcople and at the seem time to shorten the war, 
Speer thus tried to prevent the destruction of bridges, Every Gorman knows 
that up to tho last days of the war and to the farthest corner of thoGerman 
Reich, bricres were destroyed in a senseless way. 

Nevertheless his cfforts wore doubtless only a partial succosse The 
numcrous conferences, which Speer held in this connection with military 


5 


commoniors «are testified to by the witnesses Kempf and Lioutoinat Ücloncl 
von Posor, This witness was Speor's liaison officer with tho army, and 


accompanicd him on all trips to thc front. 


14101 
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These conferences were only partially successful. Finally in the middle 
the Chief of the Gonoral Stoff of the Army Generaloberst 
agreemen 


. 
o 


Guderinn and Speer tried on tho latter's proposal to obtain Hitler's 
to alter his demolition orders regarding bridges, as is confirmed by the 
witness Goncraloborst Guderian, but without success e 

wowing that the consequonces of those bridge demolitions could not 


foresoon, Spocr finally issued on 6 April 1945 6 orders in the name 


Goneral intor of the Supreme Command of the Wehrmacht which should 


torritorye These unaitthorized orders were confirmed by the 
ho witnesses von Poser amè Kempe 
the end of January 1945, that, from a long range view, 
the suarantce of sufficient food supplies German people 
spring preparations for the harvest of 1945 in particular were o 


armament anc production, which were 


be supe 


d not only deal with the actual food situation but 


in order to relieve the transition period after tho occupation by the 


troops is proved by the statgacnts of the witnesses Hupfoucr, Kohrl, 
Rohland, von Poser, Riecko, Secretary of Stat n tho Ministry of Food, 
leh, Korpf end Seyss-Inquort, don Speer believed that renewed 
apprehensions that Hitler indweod by his close collaborators in Party 


Ade 3 "es 1 t es 5 uM a ^ r J = . : 
circlos would uso poison gas fall of 1944 and then in tho spring 


in tho 


of 1945 wore justifiod, he opposed this dotorninodly as it is 
his cross oxoemination by the U,84, prosecutor Justice Jackson and by the 
testimony of the witness Brandte Spoor's statemont, that out 
cpprehonsion ho had shut down the German poison gas production 

Novembor 1944 was confirmed by tho νά στις : | Spoor at the sane 
tino ostablishod that tho military authoritics unanimously opposec such a 
plane 


1 


*inally since the ond of Fobruory 1945 tho dofondant Spoor had tried by 


the planning of a conspiracy, to bring the war quickly to an ond, 
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The statoments of tho witnesses Stahl and 
planned’ other forced measurcse Chiof Justice Jackson likot 


in tho courso of Spcor!s cross examination, that tho 


osecusion know of further plons, which were to bo oxocutod uncer 


Spoor'!s pol vitu apart from oll thoso a 


illuminated by 2 facts’ 


le) In Speer's momorancun addressod to Hitler, subnittod as Exhibit 13 


the defendant establishes thot Dormann and Goovtols markod hin estranged 
3 


arty and hostilo to it, ond thet a continuod collaboration v vould 


20 impossible, should ho and his collaborators Lo judged by zarty-political 
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In their Govoraont list o 


armaient -inistor and a 


54 
ee on ο. 
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hon tho dofondan 


x 


his country was in 2 life and docth struggloe Ho could not 


3 . 


with which ho had. 5oon chargoce Ho devoted his ontire cnersy 
of tho task, which scomed almost unsolvablo. 
tainod thoro did not cloud his viow to the actual condition of 


ο he realized that Hitlor was not thinking of his poople, 


onscious of the fact that it οσα]. 
vas rather to rosin οὗ the 


continuo to live. Netural such 
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os wore valid to Hitler only for governments in which he had no 


For himself, however, ho was of tho point of view that if tho German 
people should lose this war, they would have proved themselves the weaker 
nos and would no longor have any right to livee In contrast to this brutal 
ogoism, Speer had preserved tho feeling tint he was the servant of his 
people qud his notion, without consideration for his person and without 
doration for his safety, Speer actod as he considered it his duty 
people to acte Spoor had to betray Hitler, in order to romai 


his peoples Nobody will bo withhold his respect from 


tragedy which lios in this fato, 


τς PRESIDENT: ctor von Luedinghausen, for tho 


dofondant, von Nourathe 


Die LUEDINGHAUSEN: Your Lordship, your Honors, 


SCORE ~ at 
aboninablo" 


Donaparto wrote to the Directorate in Paris in tho 
victorious capturo ‘fa = where he had ordered tho 
captured Turks, one of tho mon most 


for unqualified condemnation, not 
for the conduct of war 
tino, The perception which 


mation of war were not uttered in 


contury, morally ond ethically 


ancliorate and Glininato, 


gave birth to this prosent trial, 
dictated 


tration, not only to circunscribe 
regards the menor in which it is waged, the le»cndor of scloction 
Dut beyond t to find means ways toolininucto 
moasuro, altogether from the relati 


ions of thgbooplos, 


hi ο. 4 (nem d. ja E 
some nigh goal, to create an International Law t 


govorn 
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opios of cll States, as they live alongside and together, snd to which 
States and peoples who wish 


o rank as civilised States will Subnit, 


Jy which thoy will in tho sano 
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the individuel national of a State τ jide Ly the law his State 
people. And if you, 
entire world will learn to un.erstand how infinitely 
Gormans that it is just our State nnd our people who 


T 


have furnished cause for the creation of such International Law by a war 


vo 


in which we wore ongaged c my cliont, tho defendant von Neurath ond I 


but welcome the attempt inherent in this trial, because 


ah 


ffort durin; the ontire official activity of ny client, fror 
ffico to the | i tho andeavor to avoid war anc to 
size this, although it is because 
| principle ο w that my client is facing this Court, 
to be carried 
satesmen of 
esponsi;le «sni be punished for tho wars of agg 


inhumane and cruel means therein opplied, 


to carry into practico as 


Charter on 
rocedures worked out and intended for this c 
war just oncod; 15 it aros ot merely fron the 
of harm and damage done to tho victorious 
if it really was brousht forth 


the will and the iocision tc irinato war in itsolf for sood, through 
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onstitutes a dece which the sincere conviction of every peace 
om will welcomes It furthermore contains two eloments apparently 
revolutisnize 211 that was hortofore known in this world for 
directing the foreign policy of States, on? to raise it onto 
απ αυτος] hi^hor cthical basis, 
48 been an anciontly osta>»lished postulate for the policy 
on" his rating before history == which has been so since 
s by Pericles and since o's State dectrines, making it the 
ostulate -- to oxert every cndcavor 
under his stewardship, the hirhost 


mni ph PS e A 
maintonanoc, on 


improvement of its standard 
esvective of tho moans it micht 
history statesmen who, 
shining examples, and 
coauso they werc successful, and without 
them to obtain success were in harmony or 
ethical principles, not only of th: istian but ς dl hirh- 
moral bohiloso»hios. To this maxim the Chart: f this Hirh Tribunal 
now maxim in that'it stipulates that every war of agrression places 
m the person responsible for tho war, without rorard for the 
f success or failure in tho ware However, this moans nothine else 
sı% jection to the moral low -- which rojects application of forco of any 
P policy == of every state stewardship, even the most successe 
st victorious, 
If, however, this is to have practical meanine an! success, there follows 
the subjection of every State stewardshin t the test and judemont by all 


ΚΕΠ (ou μας ; E Ye à Sh ς i 
other civilized States in the worlce On that »rinciplo the "hartor establishe 


οὗ by this Hiph Tribunal would coll for the testinr and possible judement of 


all immerpolitionl neasures which, in retrospect, mirht be scon as actions of 


k 


equences resulting from this woule 
ο far; this must rather bo left to discussion by scholars of State Law 


further develo; ond I wish therefore to ccnfine myself to point- 


consequence that the statesmen involved in 
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tho war of acrression -- will be subject to such judgment of a futuro 
lntoruational Worle Court on! with it liable t punishment, cven in the 
event of that war of arcrossion ending in victory. Perhaps this is the moin 
point, reflecting tho hichcst ethics of tho stipulations anc principles 
od in the Chartor. 
If I particularly stress these factors this is not dono tocauso y 

client or I entertain doubts that tho framors of this Charter failod to be 

ally nnà fully aware cf these conscquences. But the fact that this new 


D 


of international Low is to finc application for the first time in the 


Forum an’ by the Allica Governments not throurh n power 


ch a Yourtenrocecure equipped with all reservations for objectiveness 
1 


martiality, wherein my client anti I seo rroof of the fact that this 
, Y L 


born an? is being motivated by thc ičeal aspiration of 


even if my client ond I t in no way fail to recognize the 
ortont issue in this trial as besed on the Charter, manely that -- in 
sharp contrast to the principles of low of all democratic States, of cvory 
demeratie-libcral principle of law it pronoses to pass judgment on and 
inflict punishment for neseny actions for which at tho time they were 
thers unceniably did not exist a law or a ence fovernins them, my client 
and I novertholess are confido because o dur conviction that this Hish 
Tribunal will not base the establishment of its verdict on individual and 
incohorontiy united actions, on single baro f that it will scrutinize 
an. examine with particular care the motivos en! aspirations which ποτοῦ cach 
individ defendant, f thon you, Your Honors, will establish as I am cone 
that from tho first to tho last cay of his official nctivity- 
| Minister or as Reich Protoctor, =- my client was moved by 
cs anc actio s governed by one aspiration, to proe 
crucltics, to maintain nonce, an? that the very roason for 
.8 to prevent throurh his influence war and its 


not withdraw from his cost until ho was forced to 


conclude that all his efforts wore vaing anc that the will and determination 


L0 
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host rulcr of the Stato, Hitler, to war, wore moro powcrful than 
hat case the fact of his monbcrshio an^ oontinuonco of office in 
Government until thet nomont cannot possibly ^e construcc as 


assistance anc coepartnershir in the plannine, 


jf war, thoreby placing upon him joint-resronsibility for the 


or even for crueltics an. atrocitics committed ^urins its coursc. By 


of the very fact of the application, in International Law an? in 


Democratic States -- an application made for tho first timo in this trial -- 


doctrine thet an action alrcacy committed om subscquontly be 


2121, 


that the question of 


^" 
Cary 


(ΟΣ =æ in her word he conscicusness, not 


the presumed criminality of the dood in question -- 


a 


cor, or at least to offer active assistance 


AWOYeNncSS, -e 5c examined an? answered boforo 


arc of this 
Ὥ othical importance, but 


mxn” such  »rocecure 


its truest and profoun a powcr- 


“5 γεν γη - -ᾱ- «1 
sarin” the robe 


^n extraordinary resz is thus 


at as has novor Court in the 


father of this trial, 


it is your task, 


peace cf the 


ttainment of 


Cnvisatc 


n your judgment coming ^onerati»ons 


continue t^ build, the ‘lirectives, a | so which 


me after us aspire to this hich ρὲ : not 


a 
o 


individual "e and 


now interna, 


4-24 esie ων 
9 Vals TASK | 
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Sumoletti 


mand its hich 


samc timc, however, this > jncludes 


be established by you in regard to these 


orcinary meaning of the words; it 
sentence pronounocá on behalf of individual cefencants and 
ceeds, but it is the nev odamental law itself, the source from which 


Courts are to raw in accordance with which your verdict is t^ be 


responsibility 
answer, 
because 
rming e legal fcundotion of the 
the ma ity of pe^ploes, especiall; 
country it owes 
common crimes 
governing domostio affairs and those 
ws that the modus of interpretation 
ept in International Lew can and must never 
common bands 5f gangster guilty 
articular country and 
ordinarily involves individuals 
f selfishness, 
t'omsolvcs outside the 
and particularly when 
not deal with 


are : YA edis c ος . m e A 
smen but much rather with w c S The οσο of 


absolutisr 
πο: alone the destiny and acts of a peoplee 


ofinitely passc In this age it may be said that no avowed Cictator 


ipotent 'cspot who can rule without or arsinst tk will, or at lenst 
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9 tacit approval of the nation, at least its majority, is concecivable. 
=- it is necessary t» make this known once t^ the world œ- unvisiblo 
the defencants, therc sits also in the prisoners’ dock our poor, 
and tortured Gorman people, because it place? upon a pedestal and 
as leader a man who lod it to its doom. From this follews of 
neccssity the inescapable demand that, contrary to the concent of a cone 
spiracy applied in regard to ordinary criminals, application of the concert of 


conspiracy 


applied in International Law must firstly πτοσοοῦ by investirating 


AY 1 


and oxaminine how it came about e- how it could come about == that a people 


ranking high intellectually, a who gave so much to the world in terms 


of gifts of culture anc of min as the Gorman people did -- that it could 


ί 


ο. man such as Hitler, following him into tho bloodiest of all 
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wors, civin:; him its last anc best. Not until you, your Honors, have 
incorporated this in the ficld of your consicorations anc examined this 


on, will you be able to establish a just vordict in resarc to the 


incivicusl defendants themsclves, with «ο consiccration for their cissinilarit 


jaudgaent which will stend tho tost of history. Because of such rcasoninz 
anc not norcly by reason of my richt as dofonso counsel of the lofcndant 
Freiherr von Neurath, but also because cf ny duty as a German, I doono? it 


1 


nceessary to oxplain in mere cutlino the fact of Nazi domination which the 
world outside of Germany cannot gras: to make you visuclize how it happened 
of the effects of the Vorsoillos Treaty anc finally, because cf tho 
s applicaticn, how it was bound to happen, truc to historical 
necessity 
to no throu:h decisbn 
tho Tribunal, I n refrain fron roading that part of ny final pleading, 
will “ο to the troublo of 
oscquontly roading i 5 id that it will consiccr its arcuzicents when 
its verdict. I now continuo with pare hh cf my final pleading, 
a briof description 
the thouchts anc foclinzs of that nen whe today before you aspriscnor, 
FRESIDENT: Dr. von Luccinjz;houson, probably that would be a 
convonicnt tino to break cff. 
(4 rcecss was taken.) 
cave its small country of 
ucrtterbcr: so nar ithful hi:;h sovernnent officials, the defend 
Neurath grow up with a simple and strict cducation in a parental hono filled 
3 


y with a real Christian spirit and truc love fcr mankind, but olsc with 


flourishing, devoted love for his German people and Fathorlan 


1 


tenderest aro and durin: his iro Jifo hi hourhts anc actions had iriplantoc 


` 


in hin the οδῖτο and will, the holy duty, to place all his 
ability, l his rifts and capacitics at tho 5 

clos ο subcrdinate and oven sacrificc all his personal intorests to this. 
But, anc this must certainly be emphasized in ` placc, aside from this 


aspiration there was alive in him anc weven into his beine to an equally stron: 


14111 
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extcnt a deep rcli;ious foclin-, love cf tho truth i love of rankin: that nade 
she besinning adverse to f cnp fcm of violonco, nct cnly in 
lifc, in his rolations with his fellou-ucn, but which ruled rather 
entire 


ffici-l activity, ovon after the Troaty of 


bore the stamp of this fcolinc and it becane the law 
dcolin:;s as representative cf the Rich in othe 
well as Forcicn Ministor end lastly as Reich Protector cf iioravia 


Ee anne 2 
Copcaronco and 


cricin and ccucation, but also 


snc sincerity which poraoatod all his 


unlinitod and sincere res: pect 


ame into with the world over, oven cf 


the truth of 
vill suffice to 
y clicnt, nc 


ngland reecived tho 
aucionecs uno cecasions 


iio 


353 that the British Go. .znnont in the 


"or Foreirn tiinister, invitc 


entire Ciplonatic corps oxpre: 
the then dcan, licnsicncre Orsoni^o, 4 preciation for 
ascnablo and understancins manner in vhi 


511 his 


1 "IP opt do 1 a 
and statesiien with sc 


ow 


experience and knowloc 


αλ 


Ὁ of the 


activity they would nct 


Horr von 
insolf 


à covorin- 


nd assurances as Forcicn 
mcuflace, that is to say, a dolibcrato civin;; of the 


ο... 


out as quito obvicus 
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old and experienced democracics as England, Amorica, France 


assodor in Berlin 


ο» 


'olezated to the thon vory important post of irb 


their clovorcst and nost oxperienced diplomats. And I an tempted tc assune 
rrosccution pe c not realize quite clearly what ο dubious 


conplinont it poic to its cwn diplomats by its assertion about thc cofundant, 


while it produces in proof of said a 


"ortion only the hirhly fantastic report 


I an morcover unshekably convinced that 


of the american Consul Messcrsnithy, 


you, your Honors, based on the very reason of your lons judicial expcricnecc, 


have far too nuch 
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-ge of human nature not to see at first slunce that my client by his 


personality is asselutely ὁ tapable cf such a perficicus an^ lying 


BÍ actin, lot alone capable of play-acting ti such an extent that for 


lons years he could have fooled the ablest anc most ex ericnced ci:l-- 
wa: fer 60 y.ars has led an honorable am 
absclutely cecent 1469 like the ¢efendant, would never in the werlc at the 
of such 2 life had lent himself for such a disav.walam< ne.ation of all 
That woul’ be ecntrary to anyoocy's persona 
ox erLloncee 
n ths same level stands the rresccuticn's assertion that the 
‘efenvant von Neurath, by joinin. anc remsinin- in Hitler's cabinet serves 
as a fifth columnist in the conservative circles -f Germany, f r the express 
them ver to Naticnal S.ci.lism. 
Cefencant, which : y was Drou ht f.rwarc 
fication, is contradictec by the sworn statements 
efficavits su mitted, which unanimously tend to prove 
the cefcndant from th [fico or foreicn minister 
circlos with th reatest dismay snd c 
wal of the defendant fr 
Lronouncec 
LLC, 
like cverybody else, they 
Hincenbur?, thst re von Neurath was 
olicy of the Reich ond the guarantee 
ea 


aggressive experiments by 


2 une 1932 to Am 
ocunent ! 


how unwillin-ly 
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hcroforo supports the &fendcant's m sworn statement that he 
80 after the Reich Fresident, whom he sc hi.hly venerated, 


dove of country anc reminded him f the , remise he had mace two years 


not to leave him, the Reich irosicent, in the lurch whenever ho πους 


There is certainly no need for further proof fer the utter or un?less- 


anc inaccuracy .f the further assertion of the rrosecuticn, also submitt 


defendant haŭ Ta ingle position, his rcorutati. 
sections anu his influence to lift Hitler an. th. Nazi rarty int: 
hel; thea t» secure supreme power in tho Reich, therefore 


anain t. the statements of the &fencvant G ering and 


articularly Dr. Koepke, from which it appears beyond doubt 


d 


time there were *>sclutely no relati ns between Hitler an! the 
y 


` 


the ant, am. thcrof re even loss ulc the 


cfoncant have 
taken any part in the nocz.tictions which t ck place before Hitler's call t^ 
the chancellorshiie 
Love of his country, deepest concern over the weal 
an. his promise | leave Reich iresident von Hincenburz in the lurch in 
this tine, of need eT were thc 
leave thc 
at that critical ar 
the Reich, anc the task assivned hin a uch by the iresident of the Reich 
continue the ewicance he foroi.n policy Ε the Reich in peaceful ways, 
even eventually 


The defendan 


nimsclf 


jlicy aler 
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Up to 5 November 1937, the date cf the famous specch of Hitler to the 
Commanders of the various branches cf the Wehrmacht, the “cfendant von 
Nourath remained at his post, in the most faithful performance of his promise 
the Reich Fresicent von Hincen we , even after the .eath of the latter. 
th s faithfulness tc the dead Reich rresident, he has assumed thc 
in many cases concerning Hitler's home politics 
f the Reich Cabinet, tc allcw in silence thin.s tc take place 
naich ‘were contrary to nis own convictions, cic not with his views a 
rere in direct contradiction to them It was not in his power tc prevent 


" 


thuüdue S. he was forced tc be satisficd with trying as far as was possible t 


witizate their effects anc. Seuc ag y: co from thc Afficavit 


f xrr-vincial Bishop Or, Wurm, coc "c Nc ‘ni the statements 
of the other witnesses heard in this'cimecticne 


roach cf the rrosccuti.n that he dir: 


n 


of Minister, but that through nis ronoinin 
abotted, is entircly irrelevant. 
was the carryin: cut cf the duty assi- 
sned him by President von Hincenb t^ secure thc continuance of the Reich! 
peaceful forcien policye woul. have considered himself false to his word 
Foreicn ilinister before this was accomplished 
before there was.no possib y ; m, Lishmente at verson thine 
bjectively could brin; himse 9 repre 
loos the rrosecution, identify him with the Nazis. 
But this attitude of the cefcnJant, however, is tne y reason why 
id not refusc, es dic the linister Eltz von Ruobenach, his nomination 
t. the rank -f Hon rany Gruppenfuchrer -f the SS in September 1937 and the 
.resentation by Hitler of the rari; Badge i 1. at the Cabinet Session of 
30 January 1937, which facts are v^ e a reproach by the irosecuticn int: 
a proof of his allevec National-Socialist sentinentse For as 
the statement -f the defendant Goering concerning the latter, such a refusal 


1 


by the defendant von Neurath, as was the case with Eltz von iuebenach,w ould 
have been resented by Hitler as an act cf rudeness which w.ul- without any 


hesitation have been answered by the immedi «181.88: f the cefencant. 


14116 





ΠΤΙ 


23 July-4-4D-1829l 5 Haynes 


ut it was just tais that the -efencantwüshec t. avcic, fcr at that t 
still in a position t. carry -ut to the full extent the task assicn 
the «resident of the Reich =æ t. be the guarantor of peace in the 


c . 


foreien ,»lícy of the eich, because he was fully justified in his convicti 
his influence over Hitler was still strung enwuzh to ensure his acre 
16366 policy he was then fcsteriny, 
evi..ence submitted pro beyon2 ccubt that in bcth cases'it vas 
actual incu ip of SE he rarty, out in the fi: 
matter -í uniform, in external vanity 
rotinus 
econcly that it was 
dered by the cefenlant as Forei inister, which at 
f the unlinits . avreem...0 .f Hitler with the pe 
the ccfencants; in other wirds, an entirely n 
Lractised in ey ry Satoe 
ccnfcrrin, of decorations in the .rcinary sense .as n 
because at that timc they did not yet ex&st in the ir? Reiche 
lefendant in beth cases neverthcless ex_ressed 
tances Ci. he wish t^ prove his entry -r admission 
nis investiture intended by Hitler as 


the Afidavit of tio dofencant, 
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Moreover, he never ὅς κ the cath required to become a member of the SS; he 
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never exercised even the slightest activity in the SS and wore the SS 


uniform only twice inhis life at Hitler's explicit request. This has also 


been confirmed by his 4Arfidavit. 1th cases actually concerned a personal 


of the defendant to thepromise which he hac given to 


If the Prosecution consequently believes it must infer a National 
Socialist convicticn, tho defendansts agreement with Hitler's ideas an? 
his entire governmental system fram both these events, it is cltogethsr 
off the track. = 


a 


ind the emverring of the the Eagle supports the Frosecue 
ticn's assertion even loss. For this Order wos ποῦ conferred on himas 
well as on the defencant Ribbentrop as a personal cistincticns for 
Services repdercd, but it was mercly valid for tho position of the Reich 
Minister of Foreign Affairs anc for that of the Reich Frotector ss such; 

vas d ne in order to give this Orcer, which was intended to 

on foreign personalities only, a special significance 

20,16 abroad, which is cven wn by the fact that it had to! 
umed when he left. 

The pre sentaticn of evicence, through the afficavits of all tho wit- 

es examined in this connecti.., unequivocally resulted in the fact 
that the defendant's attit σου τάς the National Socialist system znd 
its maxims were noyative from the berinnin; to the ond, anc that therefore 
certain arty circles continually bor. him ill-will and 
or these circles know quite well that the defenemt von 

statement anc 

ome Diekhcff, energetically z2 
511 attconpts to introduce members of the karty as officials into the Minis: 
cf Foreign affairs, anc in so doing open it up to Nazi influer acess and 
that in spite cf various intrigues he coul not be dissuaded fron definito 
pesee policy. The cofendant also took upon his ow Shoulders this 
enmity anc. these intrigues from ''5 inviolotle sense of responsibility 

jiniriotism, endeavourin ly to steer German Foreign policy 

into these channels, which were alone the rizht ones acc jedine to his 


emvictions, forme? by long years ^f most successful diplom^tic activity. 


44 - 
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Re was fully convinced that when he resigned his office 
collapse of thelast bulwark ageiur* the infiltration of membcrs of the 
cf the Nazi spirit into tho Reich Ministry cf Forcicn Affairs; 
mca t that the cancer cf the renunciation of the peace policy 
cubecicd in them Ὁ ecane threatening, as haj;cncoc imncdietoly on his resigns. 
ticn on 4 February 1938. 

It was therefore for the ccefendant one of the most pricvous, perhaps 
the most erievous cisillusicnment in his official life, when he was fcrees 
to recognize by Hitlerts speech on tho omincus cay of 5 November 1937 

hat all his efforts, his cntire e“Prugels, all his personal sacrifices 

in the last 5 years Appared to be in vein and that his influence with Hitler 
was brokens that the latter hac decided t abandon himand the policy of 
peace and azrecvent acvocated bj mda occasion arose, to 

of military mans in or^?cr t carry out his moro than Utcpian 
plans end intenti X orth in this spoccl he acknowledgement struck 
hii Like lightning from 5 clear .|- > Since up to thin nothing had inti- 
might no longer agree 
ttack which he 


"n 


the fact -how scri felt this blow, 
3 


ail his eff 3 tO protect 


1 policy, the military ents 


his burning scorn 
the future of his secple, before craw g upon himself the last 
Sclf-cvident consequences an? re ignin;, he considered it his 
try cnecagain by very detailed and serious conversatio to dissuace 
Hitler from perseverin: in his fatal Άρης an? intenticns, Yet, having ti 
this convers Hitler's decisicns was unalterable, 
- nct hesitate for ono instant ti tell Hitler that ho had eeciced un 


policy, and that for such 


i 2 


cirewustances to bake pert in LS porno2cicus 
olon policy Hitler must fin? -n ther Foreign Minister. Hitler recepte? 


roesignaticn by his letter cf L February 1938, 
11119 
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I ask you, Gentlemen, is thor. a sorc unequivocal and clearer pro f, 
than this resignaticn for the absolute inaccuracy, the entire instability 
of the charges mace against my client at this trial cf havin: 
wished te essist by his foréign policy in thé planning anc the preparation 
cf wars of aggression which to Κ᾿ 1πςο one anc -no half years later? Is 
there a more unequivocal and clearer procf of the absurcity of the applicae 
tion of the principles of Conspiracy to theacts anddeeds of 

and in particular, of the defendant? Finally, is therc a more unequivocal 
and clearer proof of the ^bsurdity of a retrospective jucement of the 


policy of the Statcs, such 2s they constitute here cne of the main 5^ses 


of the whole presecution? 


t 


All of you, Gentlemen, whe sro hero to eo justice, know fron 


OWA activity ənd exrericnce at least as well as I coc. how 
9 5 
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of tho co-respcnsibility cf e20j indivicucl only 


his participction in tho actial which 


RA, 
“The. 


nt 


intentions, boe^ros oviltont, 
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Π 1 


waive and disregard this postulate, as the Jrosocution coos, would ve 


contradict overy sonso of justico, tho most primitive as woll tho most 


highly dovoloped, in ovory nation on oartl Tho “sumun jus" sought in 


this trial would become a "swiin injuric", 


The best evidence of the truth of this 


dofon2ent von Nourath himself, Is it not pure foly, is it not "summa injuri: 


to accuso this man of connivence in planning ond preparing wars of aggressio 
this mon who deened it his oxclusivo duty, ο cuty to which he has nado many 


a porsonal sacrificc, to prevont every form of entanglement involving war; 


and who, tho nonent he realized that the task was beyond hin, forthwith 


E] 


his function and demanded his dismissal. Tho Prosecution obviously 


fool this thonsolvos, otherwise they would not have brought, as evidence 


of the defendant's alleged joint culpability, his presence ct Hitler's 


34. 


conference on tho 5 November 1957, wittingly omitting however, that it was 
this conforence ond Mitlor's deviation from ο peace to a war policy which 
determine: the defendant | rofuso further @ollavoration and theres; 


never concurred in tho past end is not prepared 


any: 
plannins, 


^ 


on Neurath is originally void, once and for all, For 
he be further accused of ha ^ broken international treatics while 


rosponsivle for the conduct of Gorman foreign policy, it must be pointod out, 


LA 


in cuswor, that according to tho cloar wording of the Charter, the 


4 


breach 


of intcrnational treaties does not constitute a punishable crime in itself, 


ond becomes ο punishable crime only τ 


ἢ it sorves tho purposo of proparatio: 
for wars of aggressione If such a broach of tronty serves this purposo, it 
must Le intend o do so by its authc t least its author must have 
couscience of tho fa hat defondoa Nourath had no such intention 


4 


nor indeod tho faintest oo: wove Implication is quito clearly 
proved by his resismeatior o1 tho offico of Foreign Minister. But I shall 
moroovor dononstroto to you that even tho chargo of violation 
intornotional 

ic 2 duno 1932, dofoundont von Neurath 


Hindohburg's roquost, there woro two 
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in importance every othor European problem anc awaitcc urgent solutions 
thoy were the problem of the German Reparations ond problom of the 
disarmament of tho victor Powers anc of Gorman equality 
which was inseparable from ite ο first question, the defendant and the 
then Roich Chancollor von Papen managed to conduct towards a satisfactory 
solution at the Conference hold by the Powers in Lausanno on tholO Juno 

fow days after the defendant's assumption of office, At tho closing 
sossion of the Conference on tho 9 July 1052, Germany was acquitted of the 
financial servitude established by tho Treaty of Versailles against a single 
final payment of 3 milliard marks, The Young Plan was obsolete, and only 
Germany's obligations doriving from the loans granted her remaimd in forcee 
Thus come for Germany tho political achiovonont thet Part VIII of tho Treaty 
of Versailles in which tho Roparation obligations wore contained in virtue 
of article 252, became obsolote, 

egards the disarmament probleme 


disarmament imposed on Germany according to Part 1 


tal © 


Vorsailles which, I presume, is woli lmown, In case of its fulfilment, the 


preamble to this part likowiso proscrived disarnanont for the hij 


victor nation disarned: 


oboli: 


which the 


ther partners to 


(03 eov 
disorrian1on ` : sa States 
E ont the Highly-arned States 


recoonition her equality of 


office,  llowever, during the soecalled Disarmament Conference 


the defendant 


tock over the foreign Office, but just ot that time, the summer of 1953, 


ΟΣ 


y! C n! Y^ ` larna “> wa r; NDS ἃ; Tak 1 
they had become considerably more difficult. In view of tho short 


” 


allotted for my disposal, I again for for details to tho “ernan lienorandun 


of 29 August 1932 (my docunont book I Noe and to my client's interview 
v 


of 6 Septermer 1932 with ο roprosentativo of the Wolff Teles aph Office, 


ους in tho sane document book under No 41, lastly, hould like to 


AU 
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Danicls 
Goran rross 
cu»ent bosk II, 
r2tions all of which were mace ;roparstory to the 
the J isarament Conference un 16 Oct.bor 1932, anu in 
cnstrate tho sori.usnoss of the situation to the world anc tc the 
S == prove clearly anc unequivocally the creat, funcamental ten- 
tren. cf theusht anc intentions as a 
ttinated his enttre 
; 2n. which can.be summarize? 
Settlin -f ciffcrences throuch 


p 5 1 


f German foreizn policy by 


ncet, the firmer French 
5ο succinctly referre t. as a characteristic of 
littec tc the Tribunal as Νορ 162 of 


which was uninin usly ccnfiraed by all witnesses 


lanc, France 
recognized 


Main 


τ 


celiberaticn of yond 
n ll December 1932 in re 


n for this continued participation ! 
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It seemed that a great stop forward hai thus been mae in the path loading t 
an uncerstanding on the question of Cisarmament. 

However, thin«s were to take a different turn : Immediately followin: 
the openine of the conference mectinz, again in Geneva on 2 February 1933, s 
ricus clashes cecurred between the German anc the French Delegation, in the 
course of which M, raul Suncour, the French Telezate, even wont s» far as t 
declare the Five Power Agreement of ll December 1932 legally invalid because 
involved five powers onlye To the astcnishment nct only of Germany, the cav 
fur these increasin.ly acute cifferences was the fundamental chance in Franc 
attitude as regards the basic question of the entire armaments problem as la 
down in the French Plan of 14 November 1932 as a basis for ` c negotiation: 

Contrary to the stipulations of the Treaty c irse anc its own a 


titucc heretofore, France suddenly took the position in this plan that armies 
made of professional soldiers with a lene period of service were aggressive 
in character an‘, consequently, meant a threat to peace an? that only armics 
& short pericd of service were defensive in character, 
I resrct that for a lack of time I must desist not nly from reverting 


at greater length to tho details of the French plan, but also to the sequence 


(f the differences which becam instantly more critical between Germany an: 


the other rcwers. Rather I must presume that they are knowr 


myself to stressin, that the new French thesis, which the Disarmament Confer 
Am, Was Clearly and unequivocally cirected avainst Gormany τ 
1 


the iteichswehr as it ha2 come into bein: in accordance with the disarmament 


visions of the Treaty of Versailles, a thesis which, if it was to be carricec 


into effect, woul. have required the transformation of the Reichswehr int. 
a militia army with a shirt period Uf service, thus si nifyine a still furth 
reduction in its armament, inadequate as it alrea las for an effective pri 
tection against attack The establishment of this thesis, however, als 
yrovec. clearly that France was unwillin: t cisarm, which was also sh wn by : 
statements of the French ropresertative himself, 

This new vlan ΘΕ France just as alse her attitude particualrly in the 


question of the ration in the reciprocal reduction of the indivicual armies, 


was merely a new expression of her olu thesis, first security, then Cisar- 
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moment, which brou ht ut the failure of n: t .nly 
that listion the so-called ac 

sy England to prevent the threatening treak-dowm f ne-ctiaticns, 
Germany's reference to consideration for her «wn security and her deman 


nament as richt to equelity vy 


Sen 


for veneral disarm 
were received | 


her on 11 December 1932, 


recognition accorded 

resumptiveg indication ‘iven that should 
would rest with ner. 

interest -f the clarification if 


wh le 


In the 
tation of the increasines gravity of the 
ublish, in the 


my client felt it necessary to ,ublisn, 


ων 
c. 


"Voelkerbunc" , on 11 


which he discussed the res 


German attituce 


the 


. for the 
disarmament 

those countries that therefore Germnyy 
own security, ‘orees. tapt completing hor arnament, 

anc disarmamen work cf the English 


Hw, 


security. 


satisfy her justified 


his conelusi 
tical 


crisis at the 


occurin 


also with 


a. bsc 
Soon after Hitler 


reed abroad e the 
So-called Germar ide it 
rreab 


D nanec ΄ 
france ana 


extensive measures ano 
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With En«land'!s consent France bean military preparations in the first 
days of May 1933, placing the border fortifications =- which had already be: 
provided with increased ;arrisons during the winter == in a state cf alarm 


alerting tho large cams in Lorraine, the deployment arsa -f her army of thi 


lininc, and carrying out a large trial mobilization between Self ort, Muehlhar 


sen and Ste Ludwig, at which the Chief of the French General S,aff, General 


Weygand, appeared in persong nd at the same time the French Foroi-n Minis 
iaul boncsur, ostentaticusly declared in his speech cn 12 May 1933 before t} 
French Senate that, in viewsf the revcluti.nary -explosions in Germany, Ita. 
would have to be kept firmly amon’ the zrou: of Western Iowerss anc, in 
response to Germany's attitude at the Disarmament bonference, he added that 
Germany must adhere strictly to the Treaty cf Versailles, if she wanted t^ 
kee the Keichswehr, and these words f the French Minister, which could 
mly be understood as a threat, wore still further emphasized and confirmed 


by similar statements 
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wer Minister Hailshan and the otherv 
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operationse 


out further 
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This increasing gravity of the 


leacing Zurope close to disaster is 


subsequent policy 


Therefore, the question must be 
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from a German point of vicwe 
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small Reichswehr of one hundred 
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lie only 


μα κ. ο MOS. | Wa πο» "ΔΝΤ 
tion of disarmament such, that 


to continuc to discrininat 
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the final proposals 
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spite of Germany's equality, 
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as also the English plan of 16 
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tical realization of equality, even from 


the latter even encouraged Fronce to ca 


The situation was sostrained 


of the defendant von 
examined as 


it was bound to have and 
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French 
March 


‘erence 
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Cecil, 


vise so pacifist-minded Lera 


yw 
ary 


ed 


that Europe 
brink of a new Ware 


situation, this cbvious crisis which was 


one of the basic reasons for the entire 


Neurath during the following years. 
oriefly 

did have, for German fo 

clears 


hing is undeniably 


ever to ficht a war; it would have 


war 


estruction, to fight a 


men 


latest weapons of attack, wi the 


Aisn 


Aw) 


which had its posal no 


tanks, no heavy artillery, no 


srlike att»ck on the part of 


Western Powers, under no circumstances 


('obitude. The reason 


rowers in regard to the ques- 


in their unwill: carry it out, 


Germeny, to continue 


lay the reas 


y"nanv 


for 


her nation21 honor. 
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cognized by the ern Fowers, 


plan of 1h N 
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am 


1933, the 
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included 
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the most objective 
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that justly and objectively thinking person can snd wishes to reproach 


^ 


the German State leadership, if it drew the conclusions froin 
recomized that this behavicus of the Western powers contained act only 
violation of existing trentics, and also of the Treaty of Versailles with 


LT 


3 


regard to dis rmament, but also the will of tne Eestern pow.rs to prevent 
Germany from maintcining her demands, 


if necessary, and furthermore 


her the security guarantced to her 


C 


- E? 
you, your Honors, reproach 5 State leade 
it s people, if this r 


ΠΠ 


ontinuec direction of fore 


MSM me O L 


isancderstri-: 


rmany, nothing had 
Western 
in accordance with 
1933, punctuated 
this 


115] 


toeffect a ch 
prevent an acceleraticn cf the crisis, 


" Adecopnijh) G1 6530043 an nuls tank nie r 113.455 } 
4 Clscorniblo relaxation onl ox place when Hitler, under the influcnce 


efcndant von Neurath, at th ‘Limax of the SEU we 


‘peated once more 


the world, with the crentest 





αν Jay pU Eu Rodi Des FUEL 


H0186-0104 
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the unsatisfactory ccnditions of today 


of suci an insanity, 


ccllo»so of tho 


This speech 


&ccorcinz to the cvidence, and whose 


irrcsisti:lo to tho Western Fowors, 


situation, tho danvcr -f a now international y 
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nalr A ANN 
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breath. 


tho lonolincss cf Germany, which causoc 


rovolution, anc German forcicn policy t 


sincere will for active collaboration in the 


offoroc to hor by the surrestion of 


England, France, Italy anc Germany in a 


treaty, which was sirnecd 


Te 


nicclo of Juno 1933 also ! 


by Germanys 


expressly to the Fivo-Powor Arrcencnt cf 11 Decon 


participatins Powers in such a 


lorror circle; as for oxanplo in tho Dis 


ley could 


in the fact thet she 


totality cf Suropean policy in which sho 
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equal ri; hts in 


a in its contonts as 


cf fact, this part was 
international tonsion was alrcadly 


to isolato Gormany's positicn. 
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fruitless ondoavors for 


16 October 1933, as in the ccntrastinc 


sorlo Eecnenic Conference which 
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Powers to 5 purported threat tc 


accuse: Germany of londin- support t 


by sonethins better; 


powor cf conviction alsc 


offoctod a 


This, however, also: 
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the brockinr cut 


ashe coscribed the war, would bo bcund to lead to the 
present scciol and Stato orcor; 


f Hitlor, whose honosty and sincerity cannot bo conicd 


rovoc 


eencral relaxation cf tho 


war vias averted, the world 


marked the end of the isclation and 


every kind of 


pportunity clacly onc with 
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political state ramble, which was 
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unito tho proat Powors,; 


Four rower Pact. This 


which was sicnoc in tho 


which in its preamble also roforrc 


ber 1932, was te 


if further ne-otiations in a 


crunt Conference shoul? 


For Germany the 
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was participatin partner with 
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| tine νον à now 
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n om 16 Tho austri: 


June 1933. 
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epencenec Sy Germany, in that he 


the áustrion Nati nal Socialists in thoi» 
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accinst his (Dollfuss 


for European policy anc 
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relations -- ho arrravated 


c 
ue 


short tine before with sc 


of 1933 is shown in ny dccunont ! 
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1) Govermiente Making; 


ecllin: on the Povors for protection 


lep ) 


ence by Germany --- which the 


onstructicn cf Buron 


their mood anow, vhich n quiete? down only 


trouble. ihat the 


ll 


book I, undor Nos. ll and 12, reports the 


von Hindenburs anc Hitler, dato! 19 Juno 1933 


tho speech by i on 15 Sentertoor 1933 


^ 


representatives cf tho fcroirn press, vhich 


of such & nocd for tho pmspects cof the 
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Conference on 16 


"Judeing by certain 
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UC 


στιοῦ 


rued States carry out: 


Dl 


1 ς 
the ri: 


only 
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UAC 


nt, with incalculab. 


. not rest on Gornany', 
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political situztion in 


4^ 
Ane 


1ο Disaruanont in particuler, wore cnly 


new so-called C L 
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elevation, 
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nt relative 


hat the attitude cf 


soc to justify Gemany's 


in plain lan-uase that in viow of 
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1 
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bringing on unjustified accus 
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Germany's equality of richts and of Cisarmancnt. As a matter of fact, this 
Sinon Plan falls o von farther short thar previous plans in doin: justice tc 
Germany's rightful Conan for equality of richt and disarnar nent, thet is 
a voting of all states anong cach other, includin: Germany 
Tinc being too short, I once more have to refrain hore fron mrcine into 
detail and nust confine rysolf to pointin; out that it meant an increased 
rootriction and reduction of German arnanont in favor of the thor na 
For it provided that durinc the first half of tho 8 yoars duration of thc 
Gisarnanont --- Germany alone == thr uch the convorsion of 
R.ichswohr into an army with a briof period of service -- would as a practical 
nattor be still further disarmed, subjcctinc horcosolf, in addition, to an 
arnariont control by the Powers, while thc hichly-arned 
to bogin Jisarminse until tho fifth year, ənd then only 
reserve, not in terms c rw These provisicns dononstretec 
than cvor that nct only did the Western P owers not intenc +> 
they wante: to weaken Germany still more and make hor tractable ζο 
There was no τς mention nado of tho fa hat the Fivo-Poucr- 
ereencnt cf 11 Docoubor 1932 had acrooó to recognize Gornany'!s cquality cf 
richtse 
It really should have bcen clear 
1deprivine hor of a chance t: part pate further norotiati 
the Confercnee was bound to be 1 unacceptalsle to Gornany fron tho cutsot, 
However, on the strencth -f the lessons which German foroicn policy Lear 
spring cf 1933-- when Germany cono very noar in: > estern powors 
throcton her with war because sho Was umwillin: to rcnounee hor just 
nothing was left to her this tino but tc anszrer the nov 
tecly involved, not cnly by rejectin; the plan but also bo vithe "roving 
ont Conference as well as tho Looruo of ii ; Further 
negotiations during the conference uncer such concitions were 
only result in astill ercator heightenins of contrasts, 
It is difficult to understand why the Wostorn Powers failed to f oresec 


Gernany's attitude and too "i rcwal fron tho Loacuc of Nations and tho 


- 


Disarmament Conference as 2 pris in Hitlor's speech, an appeal for poar 
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delivered on 17 May 1933 and alroacy cited here, he expressed in unequivocal 
terms that notwithstanding the sincere will for peace and honest willincncss 
towards still further disarmament -= provided it were mutual -- antortoined by 
the German Government and the German pocolo they would never consent tc 
further hiniliation and to renunciation of her claim for cquality of rirhts 
but that, if such was the demand, thcy rather assume the consequences withcut 
Still more incomprehensible is the fact that in all carncstness 
ο Prosecution places the blame for this withdrawal by Germany on the defenda: 
von Nourath, as head cf Foroicn Policy, and that it believes it can find 
evicenee of doliberate action by the fact that tho Prosecution preserves 
omlete silence on the reasons and pooninrs which 1ος up to this wi 


L. vu 


to create the inpression that Germany's withdrawal occurred 


entircly without cause. The extent to which the Prosceution's atten t to 


interpret the withdrawal as an action in preparation for war is contrary to 


1^ 


ob jective 
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2 
but did not, however, ĝraw the conclusion therefrom that the Conference had 
failed, but on the contrary defined the creation of new socurity instrurents 
of International Law as the sole task of the Disarmament Conference, a point of 
view which was underlined further by the Russian Foreign Minister Litvinov on 
29 April 193]. With this thesis Russia had made the point of view of France 
her own: First security, then disarmament; but beyond that the door is opened 
to the increased disarmament exertions of all the naticns, It becomes evident 
immediately of what far-reaching importance this fact was, if I refer to the 
French-Russian Assistance Pact which was signed one year later which induced the 
re-establishment of German armed sovereignty occasioned by this and by the 
increase in armament of all the remaining Statese A direct route leads fron 
this declaration of the Russian Foreign Minister via the expletive negoti aticns 
in the summer of 193) regarding the project of the so-called Eastern Pact to 
the Franco-Russian Assistance Pact of 2 May 1935 and the Russia-Czech-Slovak 
assistance Pact of 16 May 1935, 

The French Note of 17 April 193) with its categorical "No", signified 
the closure of an epoch and the beginning of a new one in international policye 
France finally gave to understand that she was no longer willing to carry on with 
a general agreement between all States aiming at a solution of the qwstions of 
disarmanent and security, but decided to ro her own way from now on, The reason 
for this lay, obviously, in the fact that she recornizoed or thought she had 
recognized that the most important of the participating Powers, Encland and 
Italy, were nct prepared to follow her unconditi mally any more, and to continue 
to refuse Germany the equality of rights the oretically granted her on 11 
Decerber 1932, This wasexpressed thr ugh the far reachinr approximation of the 
English and Italian points of view in the English Menorandun of 29 January 193) 


and in the declaration of Myssolini to the English Minister Eden on 26 February 


1934, which dealt with the clearly outlined Gernan point of view in the Memoranda 


of 13 Marh and 16 April 193). 
A similar tendency was shown in the Memorandum of the sc-called Neutral 


Powers, nanely Denmark, Spain, Norway, Sweden and Switzerland 
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of 14 April 1924, bet also, above all, the speech ^f the Bel:ian } 
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nister 
Document 355k III 7ο. 66) showed 
the snme tencence. 

“ith this note of 17 april 1934, to which the defendant von Neurath 
referred in his s»eech of 2 pri 934 = Document Book III NV, 74 =- before 
tho German Press explained his at de thorourhly an? convincincly, 
as Was Soon apparent, finally abandoned the basis anc the ^ rinci;los 
Vors^illes Trc^ty, the sreamble to part V of which has fixed in m 
manner the ronorol disarmament of all States of the League 

the counter-oblization for the disarmament of Germ 
French rolicy set un immelintely after tho note cf 17 49ril 
lo exaotly the opm site 
Troaty regarding German Lisarmament 

The French Foreien Vinistcr Lonis Barthonr 
journey cnastwards, which took 
it soon transyirec, tried to - epare the ground for the resum] 
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1934 
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In this way Franoc 
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thet timc, an@ the French Ministo ΕΟ reien Affai u low on S second 
journoy to East, not only win the consent of a etates of the Little 
Éntonto to the S^ Eas t which ha? loner aes beon negotiated with 
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H 


subsequently place it openly on the arenda of international 
policy in Loni7n in the beginning of Julye ‘ith this as the echoslovak 


Minister for Foreirn Affairs Benesch justly state? in his of 2 July 1934 a. 


1 T : ] . P 
ocument Book III N è 81 -- a regrouping of the "uronenn Powers which appeared 


capable of everthrewinre to a certain extent all former relations on the Cone 
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peace in his speech at the District Day ("Gautas") at Gora on 17 June 1934, 
= Document Book III Noe 80 -- hen ho stato? literally amongst other thincs: 
"If anyone tells us, if you National-Socialists wish equality for Germany, 
then wo must increase our armamentse "Thon we can mly say, as far as we are 
concerned, you can do so, because after oll we have no intention of attacking 
youe Ὁ just wish to be so strong that the others will have no wish to attack 
uSe The more the world spoaks of the formation of blocks, the clearer it 
becomes to us that we must concern ourselves with the maintainance of our 
own power", 

It was the same chanre of the powcr relationships which was constantly 

taking more clearly defined shape & tl D of political 
which wore the bases < | Enclish air armament prorram which was ann: 
before the House of Commons on 19 July 1934 an? which the French Minister 
President Doumergue expressed in his speech of 18 October 1934 at the coffin 
on the assassinated Minister uis Barthou with the words: "The week nations 
are booty o lane io matter how irrefutably correct this icen really 
was, it received, as far as the attitude of the estern Powcrs toward Germany 

concernec, as little consideration as all attem»ts of German foroi-n 
policy to carry on the negotiations regarding the disarmament question and as 
the roponto! declarations of Germany about her prenarecness for uncorstan" inc. 
Germany was denied now, as Before, the recornition of her equality. This fact 
also mate it impossible for German foreign policy, apart from the encirclement 
policy of France which became moro discernible every ‘ay, to join 
Pacte The reasons f» X refutation of the Eastern Pact have been presented 


in detail in the communique of the Gorman Government of 10 September 1934 -- 


P) = y = m 9 . n . : 
cument Book III F^. 85. they culminated in the "lagnosis that Gormany, in 


view of her inéisputablo military weakness an ^efeat, could not take on any 
treaty oblications towards tho hirhly armed States which micht involve her in 


all possible mnflicts in the Fast, and coul? make her a probably war theater. 


It was not the lack of proparcdzoss to participate in international trcat- 


ics or even a lack of a will for peace, which caused Germany to maintain this 


attituco, but first and foremost her notorious military weaknesse In addition 
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yy 1955, 
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‘teilikeness to 
the year 1914. This in- 
an statesman draw the con- 
clusion that those alliances could οἱ be directe? 
stitute] accorcin-ly, in every cas menace to her. An’ this, so much the 
ricus encirclement of Germany were by no means 
alarming eventse Couplec with it, a vast increase in military 
arly all non-Gorman intr; l been carried out in tho course 
few months. Not only ha^ England berun to carry out her Ίαγσο» 
a"moement nre & "m by the Britis 
“mittine which does not seem necessary, since it is an official docue 
but in France too the efforts to reinforce her army had berune Under 
at that time most por zeneral ilarshal Pétain, while 
in the peacetime., fizure of her army from 600,000 to 
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940,000 men hat taken place, undor joyful acquiescence on the sicco of Franco. 
Czccho-Slovakia ho. introduced, in December 1934, a two years compulsory 
service (Document Book III Ne 92) and Italy also was continually increasing 
her armaments. 
After tho. bitter experiments of the latter years, all this was bound 
to be felt from the point of view of German politics -- as I have shown you, 
my Lords -- as nothing but a vast monace, and interpreted accordingly, a 
menace which left Germany all but defenceless. 
foreign »olicy, conscious of its responsibility, had to reckon at each 
moment with the canger that such a concentrated and centinually increasing 
τοῖον of France and her allies could fall upon Germany and crush hore For 
nothing is more dnnrerous than a concentration of power in one hande It is 
vund, according to old experience, to lead some day to an explosion, if 
other powcr, and this explosion is ther cirocted 
towards the country nearest-atehand considered as an enemy. This 
rmany, as only this country was considered by France 
other country in the world besides here 
in) now I beg leave to ask you, my Lords, whether it was not on obvious 
comand of selfedefence, on obvious demand of the most primitivo instinct for 
sclfepreservation of t living being -- and the nations too are living 
entities, they too possess such an instinct for self-preservation -- that now 
the German government and the German people took back the military sovereignty 
which had constantly been denied it, and tried to take measures of sccurity 
avainst the menace pending upon Germany by organizing a military aviation anc 
by establishing a peacetime army of only 36 divisions on tho basis of com- 
pulsory military servicce I refer to the proclamation of the Gorvan Reich 
Yovornmont concerning tho restoration of German compulsory service of March 
16th, 1935. (Document Book II ur 97) 
THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal will adjourn. 


(The Tribunal adjourned until 1000 hours, 24 July 1946.) 
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